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Apoſtolic Decree | 4 
"F ERU SA L E 1 . 
PROVE VED. 


To be ſtill in force, both from SCRIPTURE 
and TRADITION: In | 


A N 8 W E R 


The Ouifion about * 97 Bhud Aated, dee. : : 
And the true Senſe and Meaning of it Ex- 1 


quired into and Conſidered. 3 
ö — rug — — 1 — * 5 4 b 
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APPENDIX. 
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Law ulneſs of Eating Blood. NY 
. citatio Derreti confiliumgue illud cum ſeculo definet. — Hine e 


Containing the TzsTiIMON1zs of Fathers, 9 N 
cils, Sc. in their Original Languages, down to 
ALSO. 
Rxwangs u the e about 
To the Low and the Tetimony, I. v ck. 
Noviſimi Tetamenti ſemper indumutabilis fatus oft, ut utique R MILES 
wy * e vegus Sanguini Pax ab Eecleſiis datur. 
| n de Pudic. © . 
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lente cal Decree, *. 


vol I * v7 Book igel * the Au _ 
Tb of... it, Revelation examin'd wit 
=; \Candour,, may juſtly be called b 
Die 1 others, Revelation Agende Wit 
: 2 Fudgment;, it is written with, ſuch 
1 e of Style, with ſuch 
98 and Strength Ely 3725 uſt 
. 
n/ayers ;; It has given, It ways, WI ive 
* greateſt Plegſure and Satisfaction 2 all 
 Behevers, Mlay he go on and proſper in his 
great. and good Peſign! 
Every Piſlertation,..the! upan Subjects. that 
have often heen conſidered, is ly In- 
| Qive and Entertaining ;. . more-eſpeciall 
That concerning the Grant of Artimal Fuad m 
4 Noahs and I was not a little plegſed to find 


the Noacbicl Bern 90 concerning lood, 5 | 


- YM 


oy. 


the „ Confirmation 6 3 it, fer in ſo 

clear a Light, the perpetual Obligation of it 

| 2 ond proved, and the ObjeCtions againſt = 
fully anſwered, 

6 Yor ond I not ſorry to find it writteri againſt; 
hoping that this would be the Occaſion of a 
thorough Examination of this neglected Pre- 
cept ; nor did I wonder at it: — It would 
have been the greater Wonder, if a Diſcourſe 
written with Em much Spirit and judgment, 
| againſt That which for ſome Apes hath been 

the general Practice of the Weftern-Church, 
ſhould meet with no Oppoſition, and not be 
vouchſafed an Anſwer. 

J am not unſenſible that even many of thoſe 
who are hearty Friends to Revelation, and ve- 
much admire this Defence of it, wiſh that 

"Ah Author had not declared himſelf fo fank- 
ly againſt eating of Blood; thinking that this 
may multiply unneceſſary Diſpures among 

Chriſtians, and give occafion to their Enemies 
to Cenſure wy dicule. 1 7 / Nr dh indeed, 
they that are „ 1 Hl; th 
8 are B will be 1 ſtill, 22 
make a jeſt of every thing chat is ſerious and 
facted. But muſt They therefore that are ſet 

Far the Defence of the Goſpel, and Minifters 
Revealed Religion, bold their tongue, and ke 

filence from good words, in Defence of any Part 
of it? and be aſhamed or afraid to appear open 
1y for any one, even the leaſt of its Preceprs? 


Qur 


1 85 


Our bleed Barious hath. affured us, That fill 


3 one fat or Tittle ſhall 


in no wiſe 
the Goſpel) fill all be fulfilled. Whoſoever tbere- 


fore ſhall reak one of theſe leaft Commandments, 


and ſhall teach Men jo, * ſhall be called the 
Leaſt in the Kingdom of Heaven; but whoſoever 


Hall do and teach them, he ſhall be called Great 
in the Kingdom of Heaven, Matt. v. 18, 19. 


If this Decree therefore concerning Bled, 
be ſtill a Commandment; tho it be allow'd to 
be the Leaſt of em; to argue, to preach, to 


write in its defence, needs no Apology 1 and 


they whoſe Duty and Office it is, fo declare tbe 


Mole, ſhould never ſhun to declare any Part of 


the Will of God. Nay, it is the more neceſſary 
throughly to debate this Matter, fince if the 
prevailing Opinion be an Error, it is a practical 
Error, and directly ſtrikes at Divine - Aucho- 
ri 

"Whether 3 it be, or be not a Divine Command- 
ment ftill in force, will, I hope, now be more tho- 

roughly examin'd and ſeriouſi y conſidered, than 
it has for ſome Ages paſt. — When we ſee two 
ſuch confiderable Writers, ingaged in the Con- 
troverſy, we may hope to ſee it brought to a 
fair Iſſue, and full Determination. | | 

The Author of Revelation Examin'd, &c. wil 

I hope defend his own Cauſe : None, Tam ſure 
is more able; Few ſo well qualified to defend 


| ir r ſince _ has Not at all touched 


upon 


141 


FY ; 

n the r from Tradithan'; nor ſuf- 
e explain d, as ſome think, the true 
" Meaning and Extent of the Decree : His Good- 
neſs will not permit him to deſpiſe a Second, 
tho' in Skill and Strength dau inferior ro 
him. 

All Diſputes, eſpecially thoſe about Matters 
of Religion, ſhould be carried on with the 
greateſt Temper and Meekneſs: And whilſt 
we are contradicting one another, about the 
true Meaning and Extent of any of the Pre- 
cepts of the Old or New Teſtament, we ſhould 
ſurely take care that we do not loſe that which, 
without all contradiction, is the 1 of em. 
Charity. 

They who think Gt to write againſt cho 
| Lawfulneſs of eating Blood, will think them- 
ſelves obliged} in Prudence, as well as Duty, 
to — their /frong Reaſons modeſtly, not 
dogmatically; not with cenſorious —— 
and Railing Accuſations; becauſe: they do not 
only write againſt the Multitude, but againſt 
Men of Piety and Learning: — and they who 
think and write on the other Side of the Que- 
ſtion, ſhould ſurely not treat their Adverſarieg 
with Contempt and Ridicule; ſince if theſe 
err, their error proceeds from, reverence to 
that which was confeſſedly on all Hands of 
Divine Inſtitution: and has been, is fi/thought 
by ſome of the greateſt Men amongſt us to be 


r Obli | 
OY IO en. With - 


. a * 9 
a "2 


of receiving this 'Treatment; I humbly offer 
my Keaſons not only from Seripture, but 
Tradition; ſhall endeavour not only to main- 
tain, but to explain che Apoſtolical Decree ; 
and at the fame time ſhew, why I think the 
Author of the Queſtion about eating of Blood, 
has not anſwered Dr. Delany's Diſertations a- 
gainſt it. 


The firſt thing diſputed, is the Meaning of 


Wich full Reſolution to give; and in hopes 


the Charter of Dominion over the Animal World 


given to Adam; and whether by it the Ante- 
diluvians were permitted to eat Fleſh. 

Now, tho” this be not a very material Point, 
and it might be granted, that before the Flood, 
Man was allow'd to eat Fleſh with the Blood 
thereof; yet would it not hence follow, that 
after it, this hath ever fince been allow'd : 
fince even as this Author himſelf contends, 
the Precept given to Noah, might reſtrain the 
Charter of Dominion given to Adam; — and 
if God reſtrained Noab the firſt Man of the 
New World, from the eating of Blood, and 


| hath no where fince taken off this Reſtraint, ' 
this alone is ſufficient to determine againſt the 


Lawfulneſs of eating it. x 

+. FG Conceſſion needs not, muſt not 
be made? — the contrary Opinion, that Fle/þ 
was prohibited to the Old World, is generally 
held even by thoſe who contend, that the Pro- 


bibition of Blood is not of ſtanding Ford, 


To 


c 6 1 
T6 mention no more, the 
Shuckfar 


agreed 
« That 2 eat no Fleſh till the Leave ob- 
< tain d by Noah for it, — all Writers, Sacred 


very learned Mr. 0 
4 himſelf allows that, © Ic is 


te and Profane, do generally ſuppoſe That the 
te early Ages confined themſelves very ſtrictly 
tt within the Limits of the whole Allowance 
n which God at firſt made of the Herbs, Sc. 
But not to depend on Human Authority, 
let us confider the ſeveral a Charters themſelves 
in one View, and compare them together. 


Before the Fall. 


| Aſter che Fall. ee 


the Fiſh of the Sea, 


Hove Dominion over Curſed is the Ground Aud the Pea r of 
and theD 22 
and ouer the Fowl 


| of the Air, _ 0- 
ver every livi 

Thing that move 
- wo _— Earth : 
God ſaid, 


u, bave gi-| 


of ede. 

Herb Boar ating Seed, 
ab is upon the 
Face of all the 
| Earth, and every 


Tree in which 15 


the Fruit of a Tree, 


yielding Seed, t1 


for thy Sake; is 
Sorrow ſbalt thau 
4 of 4 N - oo 4 

s of thy Life; 
-= 5c and Thiftles 
Hall it bring forth: 
and thou ſhalt eat 
of the Herb 
the Field; in t 
Seveat of t 
Face ſhalt thou 
Bread. Gen. ili. 
17, 18, 19. 


ſhall 5 
Bro Aged. the 5 nn, 


of 2 Air, 3 up- 
on all that moveth 
upon the Earth, and 
upon all the Fifbes 
= Sea ; into your 

ud are they deli- 


every movi 
2 livet 


Meat or you, 


| _ as the 


green 
Herb have I given 
you all things ; but 


you it Sal be for  Fleh with the Life 

Meat. Gen. i. 28, thereof, which is 

29. the Blood thereof 
ſhall Je not eat. 
Gen. ix. 2, 3,54. 


* ' Connection, vol. I. p. 90. 


In 


* 


Wes 


In the two Firſt, > as o | 


the Herbs of the Field, and Fruits of: the Tree; 
no mention made of the Fleſh of Animals for 
Food. Why then ſhould we ſuppoſe: that 
Man, before the Flood, not only did tight 
eat it? Becauſe it is not at firſt expreſly forbid- 
den, is it therefore permitted? Or rather, ſince 
other things are particularly permitted, and 
Fleſh is not; does not this amount to a lain 
prohibition of it? Does Reaſon alone tell 
that he may kill and eat /en/ible Creatures, ca- 
pable of Pleaſure and Pain; Creatures in fp | 
pearance as defirous of Life and abhorrent of 
Death as He himſelf is? We know that the 


 wiſeſt -of the Heathen World thought 'other- 


wiſe : and had a Notion, howſoever they 
came by it, that in the Golden Age, Men did 
only cat bo the Fruits of the Earth; and that 
it was a Wickedneſs to feed upon the Fleſh and 
Blood of Animals. 

Nor indeed can I ſee how the Deift, who 
ſincerely believes the Being e em 


Contentiq; idle, * cogente, creatis 
b Arbuteos Fœtus, montanaque fraga legebant. 


Et iterum. Ovid. Met. lib. 1. 1 193, . 
At Vetus illa ætas, cui fecimus aurea, nomen 35 5 
Fœtibu —— 


2 — 
Heu ET BR 
. BR & 3.2 
2 2 * Lid. 15 7. g6, te: 


he 


- = 
* 


be ſhall be judged gcgen 1 the immune 
Law of — can juſtify is eating the Fleſh 
of living Creatures; or that he has any more 


Angels or ſuperior. Beings have wantooly to rake 
away the Life of Ma. 

N Ic ſeerns therefore fofficiently: enddone; that 
the Antediluviens had no Right to cat Fleb : 
but was it only doubtful ? does not the Char- 

ter given to Neab, wherein Fleſh is expreſly 


_-© calion of giving every moving tbing that liveth 
Jer Meat to him and His Pofterity, if it was 
allow:d to Man fot Meat before ? 3 
Does not the Manner of the Expreſſion, the 
Ferm of the Grant ſeem to put this Matter 


entirely out of diſpute ? Every moving thing 


that lineth thall be Meat, &c. even as the green 
Herb hate I given you ail things. The diffe- 


rence of the Ten/e is obſervable;: the Gren 
expreſtod by the Nr eter, the Thing that 


e r u 


Herb is 
moved in the "Future: Tee; 

- plainly intimated, that as God for the time 
| -paſt, had given to Man che Green Herb; ſo 


for tha time 10 came, he would give e 
ving thing to de Meat for him: So that it 


Meat for him before this time ; even the we 
could not anſwer, the Queſtions which from 


bother Paſſages are urged/.againſt this * 


But let us n there may not a fa 


* - 


8 - 
* 


Right by Nature to i and eat them, than 


mention d, put it out of doubt ? for what oc- 


1 « ew en AY 249» 3 a4 Z7 


- 
not only frubable, but certain Thar this was Hoe 


36. 8 


HIS 5 


* 2 =57 


r 


r . 1 a. * 4: 


v | * * 9 7 
4 {48 


„What Sort of Dominion it «vas that God 


ee gave te Adam over the Fiſh of the Sea, and 


+ oer ihe Foul, Ge. fait uad not a Domi 
* pion which he was to "make uſe of” Ld 

May it pot be anſwer'd, That Dominion 
over theſe things, does not neceſſarily include 
a Power of devouring them ; of living upon 
chem, when we may live without them? 
That Man has De over Man, yet does 
not chis contain an Arbitrary Power of Life 
and Death; That in fact, this Dominion can- 


not ſignify 4 Power of uſing all of em for 
That Sap n oye 


here below, and in 9 in them, 2 Fear 


and Dread of Man. - 
ſolved into nothing elſe but che Execution of 
it, that Creatures 40 vaſtly ſu 7 wich in Agility, 
and Fiercenefs, and Strength, ſhould be Ahe ia 
ſubjection by weak Man: 9 Kind of © 


Beaſts and of Birds, and of Serpent, and of | 


a ia enim « juia primo mortaliutn in Anltnantia Dominari 
conceflit Creator, liquido ſtatim conſequitur, infinitam )identiam 
ſimul indultam, ut aug ob uſus pon neceffarios flit eng. 
Add Gr. ad Gen. ix 3. Selden de J. N. & G. lib. 2. c. 1. Do- 


minatur a Homini, in quem tamen cjuſinodi liden- 
; exergere 
* Tu "te fare N. & G. lib: 4.63. Sect. 4. 


: G > a . ” . 7 « : : 
CPE" < C Things 4+; 
\ % 
7 A's gf \ 


Ti Nuri in the Sea, is tamed, and hurb been ta. 
med of Mankihd, Jam. iii. 7. That laſtly, It is 
ſufficlent if he has Power of uſing thoſe chat 
are fit for uſe in the Tillage of the Ground, 


\ 


Y 1 * * * 
* 
30 
8 ty * * 
4 10 
* 


Sc.“ and may cloath himſelf with the Fleeces, 
feed himſelf with the Milk, the Cheeſe, and 
the Eggs that come from them. 

And this ſuggeſts a ſufficient Anſwer to an- 


other Queſtion; For what Uſe Abel and Fa- 


te bal gave themſelves the trouble of ng 


« and aiding Sheep, and Cattle, if, &c. Ther 
Till 


mult neceſſarily keep Cattle in order to 
the Ground; and not only theſe but 
alſo, might ſupply them with Milk, and che 


258 Butter and Cheeſe that is made of the Milk. 


Again it is asked, Since it is manifeſt that 
« the Blood and Fat were the principal Parts 
« confumed in Sacrifices, is it to be conceived, 
c that the Carcaſes of Creatures were to rot and 


.<« putrify on the Face of the Earth?“ 


And may it not be anſwer d, That Abel' 
Offering was moſt probably a Burnt- Offering; 


and theſe were entirely conſum'd with Fire . 


| 3. — opera eorum in colenda terra, = ac Lac, ova ad Speciei 
propagationem non neceſſaria, Lana & fimilia ſufficere homini- 


Þ bus, ad tolerandam vitam potuiſſent. Id: in eodem loco. 


" Hic alienus oves Cuſtos bis mulget in hora 
Et Succus Pecori, & Lac ſubdueſtur agnis. Virg. Ng. Bl 3.6. 
— Et ingratæ premeretur Caſeus urbi. . 5 

c Omnium Victimarum Generum Arden era erant Holo- 


cauſta: nec dubium . Sacrificia ab Abele facta ejuſdem generis 
eſſent. Outram de 
e. 17. * 4 | e 4 


c. 10. de Holocauſtis. Vide lib. 1. 


Nay, 


— — © oo» an. I 


Nets WV 8 * a a a we 


Rog Co 6a + 


OT” UW P@<IU 37 


ws 0 &Q 


' © wy 


Fs es 7 


| Nay, even. by che Law aß Miſes dle Sin 
rings 


45 gnorance, and others were en- 
tirely to . confurned, and none to be eaten 
thereof, Lev. iv. 17. and that carnivorous Ani- 
mals, Dogs, &c. might devour the gig noon . 
if any thing remain d. 5 

The only Argument not yet take notice ; ; 


is, That if we ſuppoſe the Stomachs of che 


« Antediluviens were formed in the fame man- 
„ner with our Stomachs; and find by Expe- 
« rience, that the Stomach of Man, is at 
« ſent formed to be carnivorous, as bod yi 
« graminivorous : This is as ſtrong a Proof, that 
“Men were intended and did feed upon Fleſh, _ 
« as their avg had Feet is a Proof of cher | 
* „walking“ F 
Allowing the Suppolition, is not + this con- 
trary an Obſervarics? That Animal Food is 
not ſo natural unto Man: That not only In- 
_ but Children, prefer other things before 
That it is ſome Time,” and with ſome 


| Difficulty. they are brought to delight in it: 


That laſtly, The very form and manner of our 
Teeth is not like unto that of —_ Creatures 


who are carnivorous. qo pH 


. ͤ How far the Gran: 
given to Naok,” . any Alteration in the 


« Original Grant, p. 6.” - And tiers" n I, + Es 


* 


„ Vide Pu. de jure N. 60 0 e Seck. 4 — Abrege 
de la Philoſophie de Gaſſendi, * 22 Bernier. "Tom: V. Is 8. 
c. 3: des Alimens naturels. | 
5 S2 with 


ttf, 
woech ſahmiſſion, think, for the Reaſon here- 

after 40 be given, That tho' it ſhould be. al- 
| low'd not only that Adam was permitted to 


not follow that it is lawful for Chriſtiun tor 
| eat the Latter. But yet this Oonceſſion is by i 
| - ' no; means to be made; becauſe if it can be 

55 proved that Mankind was never permitted ta 
0 eat Bload, the Argument will, he ſtill che ſtron- 
ger againſt che eating of it. 
I The Precept given to Noab is, But Fleſo 
= with the Life theregf, which is the Blaed there- 


are all the other Tranſlations, and the Targum 
r Adel, Ther As 28 

a argued, That feeding up- 
on Blood muſt be forbidden in this Prohibi- 


* 
* 


— 
.. 8 


Senſe of the Words: From God himſelf pro- 
hihiting the eating of Blood, nat only to the 

eus, but to all Strangers amongſt them, 
Lev. xvii. 10. From the Reaſon af abſtaining] 


I it is the Life) Ge. — What is ol 
in anſwer to alb theſe Arguments? Here 


bidden whilft the Creature is yet alive: Only it 
is faid, “ That as to the Preceprs In Levit. and 
Deut, which mention the eating ,of Blood, 


eat Fleſh, but Naab to eat Blood; yet it would; 


Hall pon not eat, And agreeable to ours 
tion: From this being the natural and obvious 


as in che Command of Abſtinence to Noah 


is nothing aid particularly to inxalidate them: 
ort ta prove that the eating of Bland ; only far. 


the 


a Sans:of Noab been at plain and 


alſo, That the Prohibition in Lev. and Deut. 


e thes' xa eee 


of * * 
* a 4 9 x — 
- < 6 W- a - = * 4 - 0 4 F » 4 
1 * 8 2 4 - * 
* / 27, 
* * Ds wa s 4% * . 


TY nes 

the Prohibition is there * Aka un- 
c doubted; and had tlie Prohibition to che 
icit in 
Tlorhtading them the Uſe of Blood, I ſhould 
+ have-acknowledg'd: rhe, Sons of Noab op fon 
&« equally: to abſtain. from ii; 

I is here in effect, That 18 
ever is the true Senſe and ing of che 


Neachical Precept, it is obligat —— 
of Noah, i. e. to all Mankind: It is 'allow'd 


is manifeſt and undoubted; and that had the 
Prohibition to the Sons of Naab been as plain 
and explicit in forbidding the Uſe of Blood, 
e er be 1 rer N to abſtain from 
"Now; Where wick Diflerence? To | 
Naab it is ſaid, Fleſh with the Life 
which is the Blood thereof, ſhall you not eat. 


s it is ſaid, Tou maye, tro ate | 
eee, 


mayeſt not eat the Lift with 
halt not eat it, thou ſhalt pour 
as Water, Deut. xii. 20, 23, 
pg, operas ae the Form of the Pre- 
cept, the very ſame? the Reaſon of it the ve- 

ſame? and therefore the Meaning of it 
the ame allo? = 

But ſtill it is urged, « That Poſitive Inftiru- 
ce tions, which are not to be found in the 


NN , and thou mayeſt 
Aro 


i * Maral Law of Nature and of Reaſan, ad 


« be 


— 3 * * > of * 
/ , 2 : r Dag 77 4 A " 
4 * * ( = = = « * 

1 * . * ; 5 

* P 1 — * * 
- 

% " 
. 8 . 
. | | Wy 


(* be fully and RRP deliver d It is inti- 
mated, That becauſe this — — 1G nonf 


© rained. in che Moral Law of Nature and of 


igatory upon all the 
75, 8. and that the Reaſons 
or of the Diſſertation has 


« Reaſon, it is not obli 
« Sons of Noab, 
(= which the A 


* given, have not Weight en to require 
an Anſwer, p. 10. 


No let it be granted, That the Reaſons 
which the Doctor gives, reſpecting the Crea- 


tures eaten, and the Man who eats them, have 
no Weight in them; tho to me they ſeem 
very Weighty, very Good ones; That this Pre- 
cept is not contained in the Moral Law of Na- 


ture and Reaſon ; That it is merely of a Poſi-. 


tive Nature, hath nothing of intrinſick Good- 
neſs in it; nay, That no Reaſon can be given 


for it: Vet is all chis ſo far from being a 


good Argument againſt the Obligation of this 


Command, that with me it is no Argument 


at all. A divine Command without any Rea- 
ſon annexed, is, I think, a ſufficient Ground 
of Obedience, even tho' no plain certain Rea- 
ſon could be found out, or given for it; it is 
even Preſumption for Man to diſpute about 
the Reaſonab of a Command of God, 


A a Nos pro noſtris anguſtiis unum inculcamus, bonum atque 
optimum eſſe, quod Deus Præcipit; Audaciam exiſtimo de 2 | 


Divini præcepti diſputare : neque enim vi bonum eſt, idcirco 
auſculare debemys, ſed quia Deus præcipit; ad exhibitionem ob- 

ſequii, prior eſt Majeſtas divinz Poteſtatis : prior eſt Authoritas 

n quam nnn. Tert. de Foenit. 8 
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| I pled God meet i Man before he 


2 negative Command, for which he could 
not plainly ſee any Reafon: Why ſhould he not 
do the ſame after the Full? give Man a Com- 
mandment of ſtanding Obligation, the Rea. 
ſon of vhich he cannot Phainly diſcover, and 
which does not a to have any moral 
Goodneſs in it: onl that it might be a con- 
ſtant Tryal of Man's Truth and Obedience ? 


Moral Vertue is in ordinary Caſes its own Re- 


ward,” in this World; and we ſhould pra- 
ctiſe the Rules of it; even tho we had no 
Belief of, no Regard to another: It is Wee. 

fore not ſo great an Act of Obedience, to'obey 
in moral Inſtances of Duty, where not only 


our Reaſon; but our Intereſt leads us; but to 


, where 1 can ſee no other Reaſon for my 
Obedience but the Divine Command, this is 
truly thonkworthy, of good, of glorious Report : 
this is acting purely out of regard to God; 
without which the Practice of Morality itſelf 
is not Religion. This Implicit Obedience is in 
ſhorr the higheſt degree of Faith. and Obe- 
dience, that we poor Creatures are capable of 
giving to our Creator. May it not 


ſeem ſtrange, that ſo many of thoſe ho yet 
name themſelves after the Name of Cbriſt, 
omar oh ſpeak ſo lightly of Po JOE —_— 
tons | ' 
2 It is argued; « That this ene gi- 
ven to Noah, was intended 8 


Gruelty 
a yer-alive,- from the Permiſſion given to the 
Feu, Deut. xiv.” to ſell Creatures which died 


<-permitting the Fein to ſell Meat to an Alien; 
« which he had defdre- hand N — 


| 3 IT will even ſet 


5 *- 


$ BBY 


to che Creatures whilſt: they were 


of Themſelves, and of conſequence had the 
<« Blood in them, to an Alien or 80 
< that it is putting the Scriptures in too hus 
« dicrous a Light, to ſuppoſe God Almighty 


« Alien from eating? 
Here is no Notice mn of what Dr. De- 
lany had faid in anſwer to this Obje&:ori; and 
therefore till this is anſwer d, there is 85 ne- 
ceſſity of taking any notice of it. However, 
ſince this at firſt ſight the moſt-plau- 
ſible Objection, let it be conſider' d arch. 1. — 
AI. That it is no more difficult to reconcile 
this Permiſſion, Deut. xiv. with the · Noachi- 
cal Precept forbidding the Uſe of Blood, than 
with the expreſs Prohibition of the Srranger's 
eating Blood, Lev: \xvii. 10. And whatſoever 
Man there be of the Children of Irael, or of the 


Strangers that ſojourn among you, that eateth any 


neee and ill cut him off 
from among bis And again, ver. 12. 


Neth e ar Maker r r 
pu kat 


It N. not, it cannot be denyd even by . 


thoſe-who contendagaiſt this fignification of 
hat chat here is a plain 


- expreſs 
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. e of the Stranger's eat! 
any manner of Blood: So that the Bie 
as much reſts upon them to reeoncile Deut. xiv. 


2 
* 


and Lev. xvii. and it might in che very ſame 


Words, and with the very ſame Reaſon be ar- 
gued, Tbat it is putting the Scriptures in too 
ludicrous a Light. to' ſuppoſe. God Almighty 2 
mitting the Jews to ſell Meat to an Alien in the 
one Place; | which he: had E ted 
tbe Alien from eating in the Other. ; 
2. Curxeilieus concludes from this 


very Nl 
ſary Sur of | the! Aliens eating tht Thing that. died 


of ſelf, That the Precept given to Noab, = 
ly: forbids; Man to eat feparate Blood; 

chat the Thing chat is accidentally angel 
. does not come under the 
Prohibition of it: and it ſeems to favour this 


where the Stranger is ſo very peremptorily for- 
bidden to eat any manner of bod, leſt he 
ſhould! be at a Loſs what to underſtand 

this Prohibition, it is expreſly told him, what 


that Blood is which is forbidden him, biz. the 


Blood which could be poured out, -and*covered - 


with the duſt, ver. 13. and not o the Ai 
but the Je, tho liable to ba ka 
thus cat any manner f blood,” were ſubj 


Opinion, That in this very Chap. Zev.xvit. 


* 


= 


to no greater Penalty, than chat of. aud 


themſelves with: Water, 


and being unc leum until the Evening, for eating 
that which died of itſelf, or that ubiab 


turn toit hi beaſts, Nor is chere any Inconſiſten- 


8 ey 


ee e 


iihell, might Dee inned wich 


tho an Alien might, a Few: might not; — 
even if it had been killed, and the blood of 


beaſt that died of 


thro ſome Hurt that had been given 


dorum, & Lege ad Veſcen 
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3. «That the original Word here ſignifies 


luer in general; and the thing that 2 


it poured upon the Ground ; it t be a 
# 4 a Diſeaſe ;. —.— is no 
occaſion of forbidding ſuch a one to be eaten: 
Does not even Nature it ſelf teach us to abhor 
it? It might laſtly be a clean Beaſt that died 
it; ſome 
Violence that had been offered to it; and after 
it was dead, the Blood might eafily be ex- 
tracted from it*: Or if it could not, here be- 
ing no wilful Violation of the Command, 


_ * which only required, 1 Man 
did kill and eat of, he 

tun the ground; it 

ker rage 0 ex chr; io far as his Ap- 


d pour the blood 
t be permitted the 


« 393 Corpus morticinum Cadaver dicitur tam de Bru- 
wh quam Hominum * & fi de Animalium mun- 
um conceſſorum dicitur, que ta- 

men Lex Vetat, ne aut 8 aut edantur ; de illis 
uz vel morbo vel alia læſione extincta ſunt, & non his q que 


— o offerenda erent, ve! alipoui edebantur. Et redditur in 


LXX rei enge, Morticinum, Lev. v. 2. — xvii. 15, Ec. 


| Eau t. Fas 25: Jol viii. 29. Nexgh, Deut. xxvili. 
e 19, 


8. Nec obſtat — Incolæ Incircumciſo Wan 108 Lex. 
Norticino veſci Deut. xiv. 21. id enim fieri Poterat detracto 
Sanguide non minus quam in eis Animalibus quæ victus n 


1 


* 8 
. 


5 
wor 1 permit, and his Neceſſities did 


af all, tho even ah Nuathical Pre- 
cept was to be given up, and we could not 
reconcile this *. of _ ftranger 5 m_ 
ing that which of itſelf with it; yet wou 
K bot * it is. = lawful 
for Chriſtians to eat Diſtin& Blood; if the Apo- 
yo Canon forbids chis, and it be ſtill in 


T lled, 
o/es, properly ſo ca was tory to 
—4 Gentile Coijverk, or not. Fe chu we 
read As xv. 3, 6. There aroſe certain of the 
Sect” of the barifees, which believed ſaying, 
that it was needful to circumciſe 6 and, to 

keep the Law of Moſes. * 
This therefore was all, and this was the on- 
ly Thing debated among the Apoſtles: how 


Tonn 77 


—_— 
ws 


obliged to keep the Law of Moſes. And this 
allows and contends) © peremptorily prohibits 
© eating Things offered unto Idols, from Things 


Vid. etiam Exod.xxxiv.15. Things frangled are here not ar- 

 prefly, only conſequential 77 forbidden; as the Blood was commands» 
ed, either to be ſprinkled upon the Altar, ver. 6. or to be oy 
wit and cover d 400 D ver. 13. 


n en Fine 


D 2 aged, 


pr or the C eſtion before 1 Avoſtles was nor, 
Whether all the Prectpts contained in the 
Moſes, but 8 all the Lau of 


far the new Corrverts among the Gentile were 
Law, in Levi. xvii. « (as this Author himſelf 
« the Gentile Profelytes of the Gate, from 


4+ 


| EY | if 
| * ſtrangled, and from. Blood And does net 


this at once cut off the Pretences of thoſe 
' who diſpute the Senſe, the Meaning, and the 
erpetual Obligation of the 1 3 . 
| Des it not entirely anſwer the. R 
is given for the Lawfulneſ of 9 eat- 
ing Blood, b abe, the Stranger was allow'd 
to eat the thing that died of itſelß, (but not the 
Thing that was wilfully ſtrangled by another) 
tho no other Anſwer could be given to it ? 
Does not this, laſtly, plainly ſhew, That the 
Apoſtolical Decree is not to be underſtood, as 
forbidding to abſtain from. ſpedding Man's 
2 Blood, but from eating 7 of Beats 
Ihe chief, che only Reply to all chat Dr. 
Delam had offer d upon this Subject is, “ That 
8 1 5 itſelf was not given to all the 
« Gentile Converts, only to thoſe that were 
A before Proſelytes of the Gate, and was to 
continue no longer than the Jewiſb Temple, 
«and | Jew!fÞ Government ſubſiſted; and thence 
it is concluded, That this Prohibition does 
6 not affect us, p. 12, 29. | 
This Objection we fad in Dr. Hanne 
Arinotations: ; Dr. Delany fully conſidered and 
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* WS * 
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by 2 it in his Diſſertations: But the Re- 
ply chat is here made, being what is chiefly | 
iſted, "A relied on, muſt be particularly y 
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81. Paul's preceiing: at Antioch, which we 


have an Account of As xiii. is the Ground 


of the Doctors Opinion, That he ed 
not only to the Proſelytes, but to the Idolatrous 


Gentiles: And from the fame Chapter, his 
Adverſary endeavours to ſhew, That he preach- 


ed not ta the 1dolatrous Gentiles, but 1 to 


the Projely ret. 


It is, I think, not material whither hs, 
happen'd ſeven Years. (as the Doctor after Bi- 
— Pearſon) or three Years, as this. Author 
6 ; 

25 K be allow d, that Antioch | in P. . 
not in Syria, was the Place in which St. Paul 
deliver d his Sermon. 

It may be allow d alſo, That che Sermon 


here preached. by him does not ſeem appl® 


cable to the Idelatrous Gentiles, 
Vet ſtill it appears plainly a That 
Paul and Barnabas not only preach to, 


but made Converts am the 1dolaters, in 
this their firſt Miſſion to iy. - Gentiles, a4 the 


We read, in the firſt Place, after he 


Order of the Holy Ghoſt. - 
fone away, That when..they had ' the 


Lie 5 Cyprus) unto Pa ＋ Pro-Cn ul 
of the C yy eel Peale, defired to 5 
the Word 1 of God: and believed, v. 6, 12. 
A certain Sorcerer, à Jeu, is (aid to have been 
with. this Sergius Paulus, and from his Inti- 
macy with * it is concluded, that the Pro- 


Couſul 
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| [22] 
Conſul was a Gentile Proſelyte of the Gate: But 
1 to me, it ſeems more probable, that he was 
= an HMolatrous Gentile, from the Honourable * 
1 Peſt he was in; it ſcarce being to be ſũppo- 

ſed, that the Romam would make any * 

one of their om Country and Religion, Go- 


vernor of Cyprus. 
In the Sermon at Antioch, St. Paul fays, Lo 
toe turn unto the Gentiles : — That the Word 
Gentile throughout the New Teffament, ſhould 
be taken in the moſt extenſive, not reſtrained 
Senſe, ſeems evident in itſelf, according to the 
allow'd Maxim, Ub! Lex non diſtinguit, neque 
nos diſtinguere debemus : — That here in parti- 
cular, it ought to be ſo taken is certain, from 
the Reaſon which the Apoſtles themſelves 
give: For fo hath the Lord commanded us, Joy 
ing. ¶ have ſet thee to be a Light of the Gentiles, 
that thou ſhouldeff be for Salvation to the Ends 
of the Earth, ver. 47. which Words are taken 
om 1/aiah, Chap. xlix. 6. and Pr. Hammond 
himſelf Paraphraſes em, the Gemile World. 
 Tho' therefore the Words, Ver. 49. and the 
Word of the Lord was publiſhed (Snoiri.) may 
be allow'd not to ' ſignify ſo much; yer it is 
not to be queſtion'd, but that, according to 
this declared Deſign, the Apoſtles did preach 
the Goſpel to the Taolatrous Gentiles, = 
Nay it is Fact that they did: For thus we 
read Ch. xiv. 6, 7. That they fled unto Lyfra 
and Derbe, Cities of Lycaonia; and anto the 
* Region 


ot 
as 
le * 
J-. 


— the Goſpel (wveyyuuliumn,) And this they 


Return to Antioch (in Syria) they rehearſed bow 


Fa]. 
ion that lietʒ round. about, and there thiy 


are ſaid to do before che Miracle wrought upon 


| the Man impotent in his Feet, at Lyſ/ira, and 


the Speech they made to the People ready to 


do Sacrifice to them upon this Occaſion: and 
therefore the Argument drawn from this 
Speech; That becauſe no mention is made of 


the Goſpe in it, the Apoſtles did not there- 
. fore — var the Goſpel to them, which had be- 


fore been mention'd, Yer. 7. 1s ſurely not con- 


cluſive. 


Again: It is faid, That they: preached. the 
Word of God in Perga, Ver. 25. and upon their 


e gy ＋ Faith unto the Gen- 
In ſhort, this was the W Work to 

which they were appointed, — 70 1 to 

the Gentiles — St. Paul and Barnabas declare 

that they would turn to the Gentiles. Theſe are 

diſtinguiſhed, not only from the Jews, but 

Religious Profelytes, Ver. 43. After this Declara- 


tion, it is not to be ſuppoſed, That during thoſe 


Years that intervened betwixt it, 22 Conn- 
cil at Feruſalem, they made no Application to, 
no Converts among the Idolatrous Gentiles. 2 
* in fact we Ba that they did ſo. 
the whole, I expecting, chat we may 
nw the quite contrary, to what the Aus 


thr of th Vollen Hated, * 18. 
changes 


25 A ob - 
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his Words and fay, 


2 the Door of Faith had been 


only; but Tdolatrous Gentiles alſo.” Atid this 
determines the Matter; That the Gentiles in 
general were the Parties concerned ; That the 
Apoſtolical Decree was directed to them all; 
and therefore all of em equally included 1 in it, 
and obliged by it. 

This is further evident from che Council 
idelf; in which St. James urges the Prophecy 
of Amos-ix. 12. That the Refidue of Men might 
fel after the Lord; and ALL the Gentiles, upon 
whom my Name is called, i. e. All the Gentiles 


who) ſhall:call upon the Name of "Chriſt; the 


_ firſt Appellation of Chr: 1ftians before they were 
ſo called at Antioch. 


The Decree: theredars; muſt extend FR Al 


te being rcd Upm 4 f 


which relates to therh-a//, who n be con- 


verted to Chriſtianity. | 
Further; it is objected, That che Words of 


8 James; for Moſes of old time, hath in every 


City, them that preach him, being read' in the 
. Synagogues every Sabbath day, prove, that the 
Decree was directed to the Proſeted Gentiles.” 
That it was directed to them, is not dif- 
puted: It is allow d: The Queſtion in diſpute, 
is, Whether it was directed to them only ex- 


e e ocher, the greater Part of the 


Gen- 


« That the Gentiles 

open d in 
this: Journey, were not Gentiles who had been 

Pregſehres of the Gate, in the Jewiſn Religion 


i. 1 _— Ai r 1 


* 
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Gentiles? The Argument which this Author 
es from the Words of St. Peter in the Coun- 
proves no more, thar that the Profelyttd 
2 were included in the Decree, — this 
Argument from the Words of St. James, does 
not prove ſo much; but rather the quite con- 


trary, according to Dr. #bitby himſelf, ho 


fays, I think, with St. Chry/aftom;, That St. 
James here gives the Reaſon, why they 
© ſhould, write only to the Gentile Converts, | 
« vig. becauſe. there was no Reaſon to write 
te t * Ne — oy ſtill adhering 
4 to the ue, where Moſes was read eve 
„ the JS? 9e. was read every 
What z 3 ace ſcems to put the Mat- 
ter out of diſpute is, * Appellation which: is 
given to to whom the Decree is direct- 
ed, Ver. 23+. To.the Brethren, which are gf, the 
Gentiles in Antioch, and Syria, and Cilicia. 
Thar in thoſe Places, the. Apoſtles bad made 
ſome Conyers, immediately from Heatbemſn, 
has, I hope, been ſufficiently proved ; ance: 
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thren (whom no one will exclude) or elſe 
they muſt neceſſarily be included in the Num- 
ber of thoſe, to whom the Decree is di- 
And indeed to ſuppoſe otherwiſe ; That this 
Decree was not intended for the Direction of 
'  Jdolatrous Gentiles, Pag. 25. converted to Chri- 
ſtianity, is to 1 That the Apoſtles made 
different Laws for different Chriſtians ; obli- 
ed ſome to neceſſary*Burdens, and let others go 
Heer In ſhort, That CHhriſt, the Goſpel of 
Cbriſt, was in the very beginning of it Di- 
vided. 8 3 e e 6 
The great Reaſon given for this ſtrange 
Suppoſition is, That if this Decree had been 
<« intended as a Rule for Idolatrous Gentiles, 
St. Paul when he wrote to them afterwards, 
ee upon any of theſe Heads, would certainly 
& have taken notice of this Decree : whereas 
et he, on the contrary, permits them not only 
-« to eat all Sorts of Meat, without any E 
* tion, either of Things Strangled or of Blood. 
te but alſo Things offered to Idols. Thus in 


i the Epiſtle to the Romans, he ſaith, That no- 


« thing is unclean of itſelf, but to bim that 
t efteemeth it unclean to bim it is unclean,” © 
In anſwer to the former Part of the Obje- 
. tion, may it not as well be ſaid, That be- 
cauſe St. Paul, tho he is fo large in his Epi- 
ſtles againſt Fornication, yet he never once 
"y 2 urges 


. 

— 
0 
— 
— 
— 


r n 


„„ 9. Of At. I an A aj 


A 


4. 71 x 
urges the Ae of the Council againſt it; 
That therefore the Decree of it, relating to 
Fornication, did not concern them, to whom 
theſe were written, much leſs us? 

It is ſufficient, if a Law be once made, tho 
it never afterwards be repeated or enforced : 
And ſurely the Law of God alterth not, till it 
is repealed by him who made it. The Werd 
God tho written by ſeveral Men, at 2 


times; yet was it all written by the I. 


of the of the Foy Ghoſt : and therefore it is - 44 — 

it had been written by one Man, 

2 0 = Time; and only one Command of God, 

once given, and never afterwards repeated, is 

ſufficient to oblige all his Creatures, to whom 

this Command is given, akvays,” even to the 
End of the World... 

With reſpect to the Objection taken from | 

St. Paul's ſaying, That nothing is unclean of it 


felf, Rom. xiv. 14. the Apoſtle in this Cha 


4 
ter is plainly, and only ſpeaking of the Di- 
ſtinction of Meats, into clean and unclean: 
and therefore nothing that is ſaid by him in 


it, can, in Reaſon, be extended any further 


than to take away this Diſtinction; and to 
prove not only Herbs, but all things elſe, Beafts 
3 Field, and Fowl of the Arr, &c. to be 


* 


As to what is ſaid here of the Permiſſion of 
all Things without Exception, of Things Strang- 


led, and of Blood; no Notice is here taken of 


E 2 | what 


bi other Meats offered to Idols, than thoſe which 
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and the former Objection: and it may be ſuf- 
ficient to cite Dr. Mbithy in Anſwer to it. 
te Nor doth the Apoſtolical Canon concern any 


were eaten in the Idal Temple ; for ſure the 


Apoſtle, who was Part of the Council, 


_ & would not here freely allow, what the Col- 
lege of the Apoſtles 2 neceſſary even 
for the Gentile Converts to abſtain from. 


And may not the fame unanſy Thing Argu- 
ment be urged with Wa to gen . 
led and to Blood. 

ä As a ſtill further Argument to prove, That 


the Apoſtolical. Canon does not concern 1, 


did not even concern the Corinthians : It is 


argued from 1 Ep. viii. 4, 10. Sc. X. 26, 
29. That the Apoſtle is ſo far from forbid- 


ding them to eat Things offered to Idols, 
« that he allows: them to do i it, even in the 


«Temple of an Idol, provided it be not dons: 


| ſo, as to give Offence to weak Brethren“ 
Here again no Notice is taken of what is 


: faid in the Dſertations in Anſwet to this Ob- 


It is ſufficient therefore to repeat Dr: 


N Whitby's Note, in Anfwer to it. | 
| + #& The Apoſtle had before diſcourſed of eat - 
e ing Things offered to Idols in the Idol- 


Fs (Fraple, and ſhew'd, 1. The Scandal i it might 
| 9 Wi e . N a 


. 
+.4 


f zivg | 


eee 
give to the weak Gentile Chriſtian: and aly, 
4 That it was indeed an Idolatrous Action. 
Here (c. x. 25. he begins his Diſcourſe of 
eating at all (i. e. out of the 1 a | 
Things offered to Idols: And a ly he 


begins his Paraphraſe thus _ theſe Yords, 
offer'd to 


* E it fold, &c. 
t relation 


then the Thu 
« Tdols, in the - and w 


« to the Idol · tem ple, in which 3 is 
4 Idolatry, I this determine; Ron 1 
fild, ke. 5 
Thus chis learned Comanentator, who was 
againſt the: Perpetual Obligation of the Apo- 
ſtolical Decree, does effectually anſwer ſome 
of the ſtrongeſt Arguments that are ſuppoſed 
do Vacate N 

I ſhall only obſerve further upon this Head: 
That the Words which the Doctor had a re- 
ſpect to, when he ſays, the Apoſtle had before 
proved it to be an Idolatrous Action; to eat 
Things offered to Idols in an Idol-temple, are 
Per. 20, 21. The Things which the Gentiles Sa- 
erifice to \ Devils — e 
2 Lord's Table, a Table * 


f ad y, it is pretended, « That it was only 2 
M Direction to the Converts in Antioch, and 
* Syria, and Cilicia; and even to them no 
longer than during the Continuance of the 


ewiſh Temple and Saale 
4 1 Strange 


. 
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Strange Fate of an Apoſtolical Decree l to 
be ſo confined with reſpect to Perſons; to Place, 


and to Time alſol to be of ſo little Force, fo 


mall an Extent, ſo ſhort a Duration 


May it not with the ſame, with greater r Rea- 


ſon be faid, That every Precept in all the 
Epiſtles of St. Paul, &c. only concern and oblige 
| thoſe to whom they were directly ſent ? 


This Decree was indeed only directed to the 
Brethren, that were in Antioch, and Syria, and 
Cilicia: but we read Chap. xvi. 1, 4. that 


Paul and Silas went thro the Cities (of Ly- 
caonia) and deliver d them the Decrees for to 


keep; and without doubt they did the ſame in 


. Phrygia, and the Region of Calis ee 


which they went, Ver: 6. 

And if theſe Decrees were obligatory, upon 
Some of thoſe. Chriſtians to whom they. were 
not at firſt immediately ſent; why not upon 
All Chriſtians throughout the World? 

But that which to me, in the laſt Place, ſeems 


fully to anſwer theſe and all other Objections, 
and even to determine the Diſpute, are the Words 


of St: James to St. Paul, and of our Bleſſed Savi- 
our to the Angel of che Church of Pergamo 


and Thyatira. The Words of St. James are Acts 
Xii. 25. A touching the Gentiles which believe, 


we have written and concluded, that they keep 
themſebves from things offered ito Idols, and from 


Blood, and from Strangled, &c. Here is no Di- 
| e no Limitation: What Authority then 
have 


f 
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5 l 1 
have we to make any? Here i is no Diffetrace 
betwixt Jdolatrous Gontles and Fewsſh Proje- . 
tes; no Reſtraint with ref to Time or 
lace : As touching the Gentiles which Believe; 
all Believing Gentiles chirefois whether they 
were converted immediately from Heathen- 


iſm, or not; whether they lived in the Hg 


or the Weft, are included in che Decree, and 
obliged to keep it. 

But we may make goth Uſe of ole 
Words of St. James, if wo conſider the time 
of his ſpeaking them, (A. D. 6a.) and the time 


of St. Paul's writing his Epiſtles to the Corin- 


thians, (A. D. 57.) and his Epiſtle to the Ro- 
mans, (A. D. 58.) Theſe Epiſtles contain the 
great Arguments againſt the ſtanding Force of 
the Apoſlolica!l Decree; in them St. Paul is 
ſuppoſed to have declared it repealed: But 
now St. James ſpeaking theſe Words, wherein 
he declares' the Decree to be of full Force 
and Vertue, ſo many Years after St. Paul wric 
thoſe Epiſtles, fully anſwers all thaſe 
ments which are\drawn from them df Favour 

of its repeal ; plainly ſhews, That the\Decree 
was given, not only to the Proſelyted;: but to 
the Idolatrous Gentiles ; and, That tho no An- 
ſwer had been, could be given tothe above- 
mention d, and all other Texts contained: in 
them ; her we do greatly err, not knowing the 
true Mes of 'thoſe Scriptures ; when: we | 


nga that they vacate, or confine. the. Apa | 
| ſtolick 


5 ii for ſuffering theſe: Things: That Perga- 
u was not in the Province of Artioch, &c. 


3 

ſtolick Decree : For ic can never be ſi . 
That St. Paul and St. James differed in their 
Opinion of it; That St. James ſhould think it 
was; St. Paul that it was not any longer obli- 
tory: nay, That St. James ſhould tell St. 
aul, that it ſtill obliged the Believing. Gen- 
tiles without any Reſerve ; — tell him this zo 
the Face ; when St. Paul for ſome time before 
according to this Suppoſition) had told the 
orinthians and Romans, in effect, that it did 


nothing concern Wend; and chat St. Pau 
 » ſhould not again withſtand him: This is to 


make him handle the Word of God deceitfully ; 
this is ſurely to ſet thoſe two great at 


variance one againſt another, and to make them 


to preach different Goſpels, 

The Words of Feſus to the Angel of the 
Church'of Pergamor and Thyatira — 1 have a 
. few Things againſt thee — to eat Things Sacri- 

rea to Tool 7 to commit  Fornication Rev. i. 

r 
1 not be diſputed, I ſuppoſe, chat theſe 
Words have a unto the Decree at Je- 
Hr. in two of the Things forbidden by 


That the Angel of Perganm is bla- 


but at a great diſtance from it: That Jaftly, 
theſe Epiſtles to the Seven Churches were 
written the Jaſt of all the Canonical Epiſtles, 
(A. D. 96.) * Years after the Deftruttion 
o 


Die ae has | 
Pry fem fully to remove all Dif- 


more partieulacly ** 
concerning things offered tq Ldoli, not tobooblk 
Christians; upon mne, exgepe © | 
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ficulcies,” and to anſwer all. Objeftions ; For 
it is allow'd, That St. Poo! dos not expreſſy 


declare, in any of his Epiſtles, for the Nm. 


obligatron of ahſtaining from Blood ; con- 
2 becauſe he is thought 1 
to declare all things clean and lawful; and 


the Apoſtolical g Deoree 


ory upon 
i ch. Cale of Scandal: the fame is thetdforp 


concluded. eonoerning that part of Cn 1425 


relating 1% Bld; that he hath made 
als But now our . Saviour's here deckading, 
as it were, tof1dens verllit, ſo many 
pe that 


88 Epiſtles and ( 
Galpcls (exp char 


were written; 
2 offered to Hals, does de- 


ſtroꝶ the: very Ground and Foundatioh of: dhe 
— Amgument. for the: Cellation - of hs 
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rhe. Apotbolicl Decre© was 
of a 

obliged, 
Temple and roar Bn That it 
to avoid giving Scandal to the 
given to che Proſelyted; but to the Ann, 
yea to all the Converts. to Chriſtianity; 


bes es 


Nan, dots e meren gere K 


Vears after 


be. 
ig e © od Oh oven ma- 


nN p | 
7 
* I . * 
. w * * C 7 


4 


1 
af Vears ofier * Deſtruction of Jeruſalem 
to be ſtill in force, and being | never ſince re- 


that hath an ear, in whatſoeyer Place or 
Age he lives, ler him bear what the Spirit ſaith 


HPergamos and Thyatira, . 
I have now 570 with e 
Scripture, and might let it reſt here ; leave it 
do every ſerious Enquirer aftet Truth 3 who 

in good carneſt deſires to know, and to do 


n the Will of God, tho it be never ſo contra- 
85 $0: his former. Prejudices ; 


ithout calling 
for any farther aſſiſtance from the Authorities 
1 of. Fathers and Councils, 
But becauſe the Opinion and Practice of the 


| 5 Primitive Church, is, tho' not alone ſufficient 


t eſtabliſh a Dodrine; yet the beſt Interpre- 


ter of any Law of Chriſt, — becauſe th the 
.* ©. Divine Law, was really doubtful in this Mat- 


tet, yet this ſeems to me to put it out of 
doubt. — 'Becauſe many of thoſe who arte 
convinced of the obliging Force, yet ſtill dif- 


fer about the Senſe and Extent of this Cann 


ol the Apoſtles: andthe Cuſtom of the Church, 
- For the firſt Ages of it, is the beſt Rule to de- 
termine, not only Whether it was deſigned to 
be of ſtanding Obligation to all Chriſtians in 


all Ages; but alſo what is the. true Meani 


* Anke upon. this Subject, cho he hath fo 
* "os. plainly 


* 


1 


to be of perpetual Obligation. And 


unto the Churches, more clpecaly to. that of 


ment from 


+ * 
"toe, 1 "a. _— oY ———_— Td. a. _— . — _— 7 <a A oa. vcd. 


of i it. Becauſe the learned Author of the Dif | 


8 TP WP EP IT. = 


Vw I*O pH 4 OO 43 oy COB 


— 
w 


i © 1 


0 
* 


rr 


marks u 


e 
plainly laid down the Argument gainſt eating 


of Blood, from Scripture ; ; and ſo fully anſwer- 
ed (in my Opinion) all chat in Scripture” is 
ſuppoſed 8 be for it; yet hath not at all gi- 


ven us the ei of the Fathers, &c. or 
touched upon this A * 1 ſhall chere- 


fore, by way of x, preſent to the learn- 


ed Reader, at one View, all the Teſtimonies 


that occur to me, in their original Languages, 
for above a Thouſand Years; that he — 
the better conſider them, and form à jud 

ment from them. As I have often thought 


this, in all theſe controverted Points, the fair- 755 


eſt and ſhorteſt way to determine the Contro- _ 
verſy, I ſhall only make ſome general Re- 
them for the Benefit of the Engliſb 
Reader ; and every one who hath not tho- 
roughly enquired into this Matter, will be 


ſurprized, that the Obſervance of this Decree 


was continued ſo long, — ſo late diſuſed even in 
the Weſtern Church: For from che Teſtimo- 

nies here collected together N 
1. It is to a Demonſtration evident, That 5 


che Holy Church throughout the World, did not 


only in the firſt and pureſt, but even till che 


darker Ages of it; * 1oth Century, or la- 


ter; generally obſerve and keep this Precept 


of the Apoſtles. They did not think, as it 
is commonly thought now a-days, That tbe 


Ground and Reaſon of it was, to guix· giving 
ook to 2 "TY; 1 chey AMained from 
Blood, | 


* 8 
2 
* ? 
. | 


_ 


: "tor. 8 

Blood, ts a ae 
for Abſtinence from it, upon this: Agconnt, 
chan chere is now ambngſt, us ; and they had 


no to for their Converſion : 
; t St. Cbryſe o/tom, in pin jones ys, That 
a = was not — atify or rar 
1 lene hb? they 4a Sc not ground their 
the Authority of « Canons of 
of 3 Chure, 


Wor as d and continu- 
ed their Obſervance of this Canon no more 


Ny, the 


"a Biſhop Tayhr ſeems to intimate) than out 
of complaiſance to the eus : Neither of theſe 
ERaeeaſons is ſo much as once mention d by 
== 2 them; only becauſe it ſeem d god to the Ho- 
= BY, 4 Ghoſt to impoſe this Receſſary” Burden upon 
them. They did not, in ſhort, conſine this 


- | Decree of the Apoſtles, to any Perſons, Place, 
er Time; but 


Other Law, that was made by them, and de- 
liver ' d in the Holy nes to al Chriſtians 
in n Ages. „ ens 

mood (and 


If the Rule of Ingentine IO de 
it is the beſt Rule we have in Giſputed Points 
f Faith, and much more of Practice) in ipſa 
Cotbolica »Eeclefia magnopere Curandum eft, 


ul id teneamus, uod 1 quali jemper, quod 


N C an: — ad zaun. 


4 ; * 


of 
N * 


as little (perhaps leſe) Reason, as we have 


out of Regard to the Pytbagorean Pbilgſanbers 


thought it as [obligatory as any 


omnibus creditum eft, hoc off erenim were Pro. 
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17 1 
* x0 this Rule, we ſhould reſtore, 
3 rethih this Practioe, even cho 
had not ſo good a Foundation in 
there being ſcuroe any one Point of Na et 
Practice chat can deter plead this Rule in its 
defence. 

It is true rd, St. Ain, who foutichel 
in the dame Century with Vincentias Cen- 
tury V.) ſpeaks of it as a Cuſtom, notuniver- 
ſal in his Time and Country, to-ahftain' from. | 
Things ſtrangled; * after him n 
againſt abftainmg from Blood. 

Beſides what Dr. Delany has ſaid in anfwer 


to this ON ATR —_— 
ve een, a 


1 he That &. Aubin i is "ah fr Bacher gf. 
rer it: Vincentius s Rule therefore 
holds good juſt to his own time, for che four 
firſt, which were Av. n 
Church. 6 


” of peaks of th rel, 
e. and feveral 1 of the op 


Vide E toboſe N in Defents of eating Bug, 
'Dupin #ells us is printed in "the End of he Sixth Tome of 
abe Bibli ue -of the- 8 if * and in ie l Bw- 
liotheque at Lyons. pin here ſays, That be paſſes for the 
Author of it; "That ** is is I 1 whote urch con- 
4 _— a long Time tr this OTH Vid. rr ns 


* 04. 
. Vide Milli dagen. Sab > Augulioo, . va. app. 
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ving this Reading, might be of Opinion, that 


it was not neceſſary to abſtain from things 
Strangled; only from diſtinct, ſeparate Blood. 
Even Curcellzus who hath writ fo ſtrenuouſly 
againſt the Latter, allows the Former. 
And here let me make one Remark u 
a Paſſage in the 1 Mr. Bingham's Origi- 
e Eccleſ. B. 17. c. 5. S. 15. where he owns, 
That it was the Cuſtom of the Catholick Church, 
almoſt till the Time of St. Auſtin, to\abftain from 
eating Blood, (which Conceſſion is ſufficient) 
bur afterwards adds, He (St. Auſtin) / 4 in 


Bit Time, few Men thought themſelves 


Obligation to obſerve 85 (A  ſolical) Ii 
ion, or made any Scruple of eating Blood : — 
It were to be wiſhed, That he | had not ſo 
roundly aſſerted, that few Men then made any 
Seruple of eating Blood, when St. Auſtin ſpeaks 
not a Word of eating Blood, only of Things 
Strangled, Birds and Hares. Vid. Ap peed. 


3. Nay, That St. Auſtin himſelf thought 


the Apoſtolical Injunction in force in his Time, 


' ſeems evident from his determination; That 


the Traveller, tho' ready to periſh for lack of 


Bread, finding it in an Idol Temple; tho no 
Man faw him ; yet ſhould refuſe to eat it, if 
he was certain, that it had been offered to an 
Idol: — he did not think therefore as many 
think now-a-days that this Part of the Apo- 


ſto] ical 


e 


+ xy 


J Qolical Decree was only Obligatory in the Caſe 


of Scandal, but in all Cates; hy then ſhould 
it be ſup poſed, that he chought Chriſtians no 

longer Wige to abſtain from Blood that 
could be poured out upon the Ground. But 
whatſoever St. Auſtin's Opinion was, and that 


of the African Church aged with LIN ic 
is certain, 


That the Lawfulneſs even if eating Th 
Strangled, was ſo 1 from being a Prevailing 


nion, either in the Eaſtern or Weſtern 
Church; that a long time after him, in the 


Trullan Council, not only the eating Blood but 5 


Things Strangled is expreſsly forbidden. 
The Canon intimates indeed, That 
endeavoured, thro' Luxury, to evade the Law; | 
(and what Law is there that is not evaded?) of, | 

artfully dreſſing Meat with the Blood th 

and therefore forbids the eating of Blood, ei- 
ther out, or ſtudiouſly preſerved in the Fleſh, 
in any manner. 

And it is obſervable, that this is reckoned 
among the General Councils; reckoned ſuch. 
always by the Greeks, and formerly recko 
ſuch by the Latim; but of late Ages 


have deny'd it, becauſe. its Canons are again 
them. 


And agreeable to this, we have 5 Deci- "26 


ſion of a Pope in the Eighth, and of a Council | 
« Vide Johnſon's Profaee to thoſe Canons abridg's. r 


172 


— ane e 
Church: Neuen and Pamalas allow the 

 Ufageto have continued til the Twelfth : and 
there is no Counzer-Awthoriry that 1 can 


dach til chat of Aguines, in the Thirteenth ; 


1 who roundly aſſerts indeed, as it is generall 
held now after him, That the Decree apaink 
Blood was only pro Tempore, to avoid giving 
© Scandal tothe Fews ; and that ceſante Ratione 


e Mart, xv. Fr. and to this adds 
v. 12 


55 9 Wee Gor gane how a 

g Pradtice eſtabliſhed dy Divemme Authority — en- 
forced by the greateſt Humane ; that 
eile, and Emperors — obſerved before the Law, 
under the Law, and under the Goſpel for a- 
. hove 4 Thouſand Nars, in the Ii gern, and till 
this Day in the and Albiopich Chur- 


x 


ches; ſhould, after alt this, be ſo generally fer 


afide - amonglt ds What new Light did 
the darker Ages of the Church receive? What! 
came the Word of God out from"them? or came 
it unto them only? And whoſe Pxample ſhall 


GT thoſe of the Purer, or thole of the | 
0 


Ages of it?! 
be Church A., abe others pf 
its many Corruptions, introduced this a 


any of her later Couneils; — That this the 
5 che greateh, che maſk. authoritative, of al 


eg Lev + And he urges the fame Text with 


Vel Was the never ſo hardy, 'as to declare in 
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. 80 longer in force; tho in Gone affihen!; 
particularly in thoſe of Conſtance, and 7 ent] 
ſhe hath determined HEY to the Word of 
et 
ar tho ſhe hach not in Council mod this 
Cammonidarcut of God of none eſfect; yet, her 
greateſt Writers, Eſtius in his Comment bar 
band Ballarmine upon the Authority of 
— Lib. a. c. g. declare it void. And 
ſurely it was an hard Task indeed, for the 
| Larter ; at the fame time to defend not only 
the Lien, but the Infallibility of ( 
Particular Councils confirmed by the 

P * to deny the ſtanding Force of the 
— Council that was held by the Apoſtles. 
Nor is it leſs inconfiſtent in the Church of 
Rane, to contend for Tradition, as of equal 
Authority with the written Word of Gad; and 
yet me throw: afide'a Practice, which has ſo 
long, fo unnaterrupted a Tradition to plead 'in 
irs defence; perhaps more uninterrupted, than 
any other elſe beſide; and is alſo * up- 
on the expreſs Clontuand of God. 

But ic were. to be withed that we would 
once more again go to the Law, and to the Ta- 
ftamony. And in every thing, not only in Faith, 

but in Practice alſo; reform according to 

the original Standard, the Primitive Cluvok, 
Or, in the Words of Grotius, hunc Canonem ſi 


Bcclfia, Apoftaloarum & Antiquitatis Reverentia, 
in _—_— revocare velit, non Neluctabor. 


a In Ad, xv. 
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fer in their Interpretation of this Decree; and 
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And now if we have ſo great reaſon to be- 
lere this Apoftolical Decree to be ſtill in force, 
it will very much concern us to conſider: tho» 
roughly what is the true. Intent and Meaning 
of it: and this is the more neceſſary, becauſe 
its Obſervance having ſo long been almoſt en- 
tirely diſuſed; The Learned who even agree 
with reſpect to the Perpetual Obligation, dif- 


; 


= S 2 


thoſe of the Unlearned, who may now per- 
haps be convinced that they are obliged to ob- 
ſerve it, may be perplexed with endleſs Scru- 
ples; if they are not rightly informed to what, 
and how * the Obligation extends. 

Here then I would be underſtood, h 
offering my Opinion as one that deſires, and 
rather wants to be inform'd nl chan * 
inform others. 

The beſt Method we can ks Wunden 
any Law, is, thoroughly to conſider the Oc- 
caſion, — the Words of the Law itſelf, — and 
the ſubſequent Practice of it. —- + , 
By theſe Rules, we may, I with fabmiſlion 
think, be poſitive, what this Decree does not 
mean; — That it does nat mean merely the 
Shedding of humane Blood, as ſome have, ſome 
ſtill do imagine; becauſe chis a pears con- 

to the Words of the Precept itſelf in the 
'Go pel ; compared with that given before and 
under the Law of Mgſes, reſpecting the ſame 
— — becauſe the Occaſion of the Council, 


wherein 


resse 


en 


13 


neff a „ 8 


frone' b, and St. Auftin and Thomas Aquinas 


flo 3 Who!) ©@ blu © &S 4: 5. UF Www 53 Uo 09 vC wH T0: 


SS) 


| wherein this Decree was made; Mae and 
der how far the Law of Moſes was obligatory, 
| which does not at all ſeem determined, if this 


be the Senſe of it, — becauſe there was no occa · 
ſion of forbidding Murder to the Gentiles thern- 
ſelves, — becauſe, laſtly, the ſubſequent Pra- 
Rice was e firong again! an r 
tion.. " 

It may ;ndedd be urged, charSe Cyprian and FO 


Se. Chry/oftom interpret it, de Sanguinis fu- 


tell us, that ſome ſeem to be of the ſame Opi- 
nion; but then even St. Cyprian himſelf does 
not contend for this Interpretation; he might 
mean no more than that it Spiritually, and in 
an higher Degree forbad the Shedding the 
Blood of Men, than the eating of the Blood of 
Beaſts: as his Maſtcr Tertullian before obſerves. 
And as to the other two, St. Auftin ſeems 
t give up this Interpretation and Aquinas 
plainly confutes it; and except theſe, none 
that 1 find do ſo much as mention this O 4 
nion: and the Senſe and Practice both of 
Eaſtern and-Weftern Church run directly — 8 


ter to it, and underſtand this Decree as forbid- 


ding to eat the blood of beaſts. - * 
But here again is a Difference; ſome under- 
landing it only of Raw Blood, or of any Mem- 


. a Vide Gaudentii teien e — citatum, 


5 St. Chryſ. 9 arvixſe glow. latte Toy oyoy 45 4. | 
Ser their Teftymonies in the Appondix. * Is 7: 25 
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icfels, as interpreted by all the moſt early Ine 
terpreters of it, (except the Targum of Uriel). 


moſt directly contrary to the Law of Moſes con- 
cerning Blood; f conſequently to the De- 
cree of the Apoſtles, who met together to con- 
fider how far this Law oblig d the Diſciples of 
Chriſt. Nay, it is contrary to the common 
Opinion of thoſe who contend that the Apo- 
ſtolical Decree was temporary, and only given 
to avoid Scandal to the Feuse fince if this be 
the only thing it obliges to, it may by them be 
allow d to be ſtill obligatory upon Chriſtians ; 
it is 1. them obſervod; Nature irlelt ab- 
hors it. 
It may then, it _ I think he allow d, 
| That by whſaining from blood, is meant the not 
eating the mere Blood of the Animal, howſo+ 
ever dreſt, tho? boiled or roaſted with Fire, 
But here then it is asked, How far this Obli- 
tion extends? Do we not neceſſarily eat * 
ood in all the Fleſh wwe eat? Now might it 
nat be a ſufficient Anſwer to ſay, ad rmpoſſibile 
nulla eſt obligatio. - But in order farther to an- 
ſwer this Difficuley, and to remove thoſe Seru- 
ples which may ariſe in the Minds of thoſe 
ho are ſincerely convinced, That the Decree 
is ſtill in force, may it not be conſidered and 


ale d hat tho the Precept given to 2 
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| and confirm'd by tho Apoſtles; is not ſo expli- 


cite; and only forbids the eating Blood in ge- 
neral, yet the Law of Meſes is more cxptelſs, 


and may be of uſe to us to determine this 
Matter 


And this Law only forbids the eating of 
Blood which « could be pouFed out, - poured upon = 
the Ground as water — in the flaying of thi 
living Creature — that which could be covered = 
with the Duſt — thut which could be offered up» * 
onthe Alt. 1 SW <2 

Nov, ſinee the Eating of blood, is not more 
Immoral in itſelf, than the Eating of Fleſh; 


and we mult ground the Unlawfulneſs of eat- 


ing it, upon a divine poſitive Command: 
Since this poſitive Command is the moſt ex» 
preſsly given by My/es : Since the Law of Me 
ſes, only obliged to abſtain from that Blood 
which could be ſeparated, from the Creature 
m the killing of it: Since the Council of 
the Apoſtles was to determine, how far this 
Law was obligatory to Chriſtians: — Since it 

is not to be ſuppoſed that they obliged Chris 
ſtians toa more exact and ſerupulous Obſervance 
of this Precept of abſtaining from Blood, than 
the Law of Moſes obliged the Jews: May it 
not be hence fairly concluded ; Thar the Eating 
of Blood ſeparate from the Creature, or de- 
oY left in it, is the only thing forbid - 


4 Lev. xvii. 13. Deut, XV. 23- Lev. xvii. 11, 15. 


Be it fo} 


Inſtance of 


1 1 


N che ſcrupulous Abftinent : Vet 
the Queſtion ſtill remains, whether the Blood 
which runs from the Meat boiled or roſt ; 

which we call gravy, being once ſeparate, does 
not come under the Prohibition? Is it not an 
to eat it, and fo contra- 
dictory 10 0 Bud and Dang of the Prohi- 


bition? And does not Tertullian tell us, That 


it was the Practice of his Time, to avoid be- 
ing defiled even with the blood that * was buried 
in the bowels of the Creature? 

No if any one, ob majorem cautelam ; that 
he may keep at a greater Diſtance from the 
Violation of this Poſitive Command: Or be- 
cauſe it is an Inſtance of luxurious Eating ; 
_ refuſe to Indulge himſelf, and to eat the Gravy, 
which is the moſt delicious Part of the Meat: 
Who can condemn him? Let not him here 


2 that eateth, condemn him that eateth not; 


But theh on the other Side: Let not bim that 
eateth not, condemn him that eateth ; becauſe 
only that Blood which might*edfily be ſ 
oo from the Creature in the killing of it 

ming under the Prohibition, he ſeems to 
have 


fulfilled : wy Command, who abſtains 
from it. 


And if I am not miſinformed; the 4 | 
lood 


themſelves make no —_ of eating the 


which remains in the Creature after it is le- 


gally killed; and runs from it after it  6drefled, 
| But 


and a brooght to the Table. 


92.0 


L 

But the Confideration of the Practice of the 
Church where, and whillt.chis Law was, and 
ſtill is thought to be in force; ay, ſerve far- 
ther to elucidate this Matter. 

And here it appears very evident, Tbat the 
Church nevet thought that diving-blood, ot the 
Blood of the 98 whilſt it mas yet alive e, 
was the only thing forbidden, and that very Te- 
ſtimony which is produced for, ſeems — 
an Argument againſt this Opinion, viz. Zana- 
ras in his Notes upon the Gangrene Council ex- 
pounding the h ſaid to beunlawful in it, by 
iel ru it i bparer, Y Heere; and Balſam. by 
xwets zIHννe , ij e-: for what do the for- 
mer Words ſignify but blood induſtrioufly bo. 
ed and cooked; and the Latter, but Blood made 
into Sauce? as Grotius tranſlates them: and 
the other Conſtitutions particularly take notice | 
of thoſe who eat Blood in black Puddings, or 
mixt with any other thing, dreſt by any aber 
Art or Method whatſoever. _ . | 

In ſhort, the whole Church throughout 85 
World was unanimous in its Conſent againſt 
Eating mere Blood chat had been ſeparated, 
but afterwards preſerved, tho boiled, dreſſed, 
and diſguiſed, by any Art of Cookery. 

But what ſhall we in the laſt Place ay to 
things ſtrangled. Curcellæns, who has writ ſo 
Arenuouſly againſt eating of blood, Jet allows | 


me Vide Biſhop Taylor Dad: Dubitantium. Lib 2. e. 4. 
” tet things 


and his better Fh 
"2 Spuricuſneds of chis eading. 


e e e ee 


medium, x, 1 ipſius Luck no 


=. (465): x 
d, as not directly 3 — 


— 70 him & unde — 
lation; and ſo indeed Dr. Mills a, th: is 
Notes on the Text. he colitends for the Ge- 


minaugſi; yet in his Prolegomena- which he 


his ſecond 
ts, he declares for the 


would have receiv'd, as 


Now without determining this Point; whe. 


ther this Reading of '« 1h proceeded from 


the general Practice of the Church, as Dr. 
Mills ſuppoſes, ot the general Practice of the 


Church was grounded in this Reading in the 


Original Text: This is certain, That che 
Church univerſally abſtained not only from 
Blood, but from Things — gled. And if 
they did not take it to be originally forbidden, 

nA Teftimo- 


44 * 


* Er 6 tte 

Cant.) Linn, Clem. Alex. Orig. 
Againſt it. Iren. Interpret. Tert. Cypr. Pacian. Ambr. 
Gaud. EYE: Hier. Mt: Aug. IIA concluges, certe 
n ſed ariſtiano- 


rum ! 1 ge cum in hac E piſtol a Synodica omnem San- 
guinis eſum, ſibi interdictum vidiſſent ; eauſque decretum ex- 
tendebant, ut etiam a maxticinis eo ipſo abi abſtinendum fuiſſe 


tenſuerint; he quo modo ſcilicet . wot contami narentur, vel 


intra Viſcera 222 Ut Loquitur Tertullianus. Ex hac Ecele- 
Feen i haud gdubizo Sqbolign, os ae 

gen £ Co ls : uo aſtenderetur in pracepto de abſti- 
nentia a Sanguine; includi etiam abſtinentiam a morticino, ade- 


oque qpolbet ſoffocato. Hoc autem, . 
nuinam — * — Seribæ in Corpus Tele ieh 8 : 


bake Far. I Frol. oder 


= 


Gemvinere/* be pro duces all the MSS. (except the | 


5 


in 
fr 
ly 
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nies underwritten) they thought it included» 
in the general Precept concerning Ab/tinenc* 
from Blood : which they might think as real- 
ly violated: by thoſe. who eat the Blood ſtu- 
diouſly preſerved in the Creature by ſtrangling; 
as by thoſe Who eat it after it was ſeparated 
from it. And the only inſtdnce we find of 
any eating of Things ſtrangled, are the Afri- 
cans St. Auſtin mentions; and thoſe might 
think that they ſufficiently obſerved. the Pre- 
cept of the Apaſtles; if they abſtained from 
ſeparated Blood: and that they did not tranfe 
greſs it in eating things that were ſtrangled; 
provided, after the Strangulation of it, they 
extracted as much Blood as poſſibly they could 
fam Aire id e ee 2275 2643 
cree, then the Queſtion will be; Whether it 
is ſo to be underſtood, that we are obliged 
by it entirely to abſtain from the Creature 
that is ſtrangled; or only from that particu- 
lar Part of it where the Blood coagrlates anfl 
fubfides (as in the Rabbit, tame Ful &c.) the 
Permiſſion which the Law of Moſes - itſelf 
gave of the Aliens eati the Thing | that Was 
firangled, or died of ſelf, provided all the 
Blood, that poſlibly could, was afterwards ex- 
trated from it, ſeems to favour the Latter 
Opinion; but the Former ſeems more conſo- 
nant to the Letter of the Precept; «abſtain fram. 
tlie ᷓ nfs, the Thing it ſelf that is ſtrang- 
- H «led; 


- * y : - 
„ 1 


\ 
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on. . 55 1 
oled — Pra- 
Rice of the Church; as appears from ſeveral 
of che Authorities undet written :; and to che 
Practice of the Greet Church in par- 
ticular to this Day ; which as Mr. Smith rells 
us, 1 al Sorts of Fleſh; NS: 
* it was killed, was not 
Ground,” after what Manner free ae dreſſed Ihe 
od. 3 WY Te 

And in his Difference of Opin 33 
& ice it may at leaſt be allow d, That the ſafeſt 
fide is never wilfully ourſelves to kill any Crea- 
ture, by ffrangling ; or without having the 
Blood poured out: nor to encourage in others 
this way of killing; by eating of thoſe things 
that are ſtrangled. — This is what even 
_ Curcellzus 4 himſelf adviſes, and the Rule of 
Grotius upon this Head is certainly a good 
one ; — Si abt faperſtitio; Et id Caveatur, ne de 
induſtria, Magna Sanguinis Copia aut in Carne, 
Gut extra Carnem, ad vidtus N u e 
In Act. 1 5 5 
As to ies in Sartichdh,: it is obſervable, 
Thar there is no Prohibition of eating the 
Blood of them, only of Beaſts and of Birdss, 
on which moſt POL. is 1 chat 
8 4 Conc. Worm, 42 


Vie Lev. vii. 26, 27. N. ch. Ti. 22. 8 : ik} 
Ds 7: N, *. Lib. n 38 
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which Selen? ar the 

that the Blood of Fiſhes: was not pre 

ibited; yea, that it was lawful to eat = 
alive, as Optics, and thoſe hurdzod affine 595 
ſelves. N N 


Bor aber l u will be acked cu U? 6 + 
Bow? Sufficient Anſwer has already been gi = 

yen to this Queſtion, at the Entrance into + 
this Diſcourſe.— I ſhall only add, That as by 
the Obſervance of this t, che Primitive 
Chriſtians did moſt effectually ODOR 
lumnies of the Heathens;,, —— that they even 
Feaſted 2 with Human Bld: ſo ws 
from it have a ſtr rgument againſt the 
Romiſh Doctrine of ane tration. For is 
it to be ſuppoſed, Thes oor Saviour wool 


have commanded his A os: to drink the 
cold, the very natural Blood of a Man, when 
they thought it unlawful. d 2 

Beaſts ? — or that the S le e 


would have forbidden any — upon "8 
any account, to eat the Blood of any living 

Creature; when their Lord and Maſter | 
before commanded all his Diſciples to drink the 
very, the ſubſtantial Blood of a Man, and even 
miraculouſly turned Wine into it? And as 


NAS Pl NKF 8 ET 


d Non Difficile dangvinem 2 Motticias & ſuffocato (fi cura 
aliqua adhibeatur) abluere & ſeparare: nec aliter iis vellem ho- 


, dic veſci Chriſtianos, ut oſtenderemt quanti Conſtitutionem Apo- | 
, ſtolicam facerent; quamvis non putem pietatem, in iis quz u- on 
h daiſmum ſapiunt, confiſtere ; & ſufficere ad Vitandum pecca- my 


tum f nullus unquam MB: a Carne Sanguis edatur. 
H 2 | Dr. 


CELL 
Dr. Whithye Mikes, to depoſe'a Prieſt 'for 
eating aft & dud]! qx dg ad, i. e. "Fleſh that 
e contarns the Blood : as the Ap. Canon doth; 
«would in effect be to depoſe him for parta- 
« king of the Holy Sacrament ; that bein 
hh nmol emphatically apt U A)¹ Aug, or Fiſh 
nc «wh the Blood, according to the Romiſb Do- 
.- « Arine : and therefore this Opinion, That it 
« was lawful for Chriſtians to eat Blood, found 
_ «.jttle or no Countenance in the Church of 
Cb; till the time of Berengarius,/ when 
this prodigious Doctrine came in vogue. © 
Should we not again then endeavour to re- 
ſtore this Doctrine of the Unlawfuineſi of eat- 
Blood; with which the Doctrine of Tran- 
Subſlantiationſeems ſo inconſiſtent} and which 
would ſerve to recover the Honour that is 
due to Inſtitutions, that are of a Poſitive Na- 
ture, and which ſeems in a great meaſure to 
n be hoped, * they 
amongſt us, cientioufly keep this Law 
in regard to the: Command of God, will take 
great heed to obſerve all oral Duties, the 
weigbtier Matters of the Law, out of the ſame 
ard; without which, the en of 90 
ral itſelf will profit us nothing. 


Idolatry of the Church of Rome, p. 40. 4 
+ rage died i in ooh Teer 1091. . 
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2 The Aut bor of the State of the Qu jon ſays, © This Probibi- 
„ tion bath crept in alſo among the Canons called Apoſtalical ; 
© but not among the firſt Fifty 3 which are undoubtedly of better 
« Authority than the remaining ones." 

In anſwer to which, let us hear the Judgment of the learned 
Dupin. — © Jt is apparent that they are very antient, and 
| that a great Part of them, if not all, were decreed by. Coun- 
7 ** cils that were holden before that of Nice — it os bt then 

! fo be efleemd as certain, that not only the firſt 5 Canons, 

« but 
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| Author Conſtitutionum Apoſtolicaruim | 
2 2 . is an antient and uſeful Book, tho' fall 


on Soto OY ͤ — — — — na Tha i % 
— 


eres . 7 * 21552 

255 ihrer, d ru, 50 TO, Y, Y Toereiag* 
gg v AF. Tols, 10 Ty vbur e 

2 Not, . Mogul, 198,” x 65 * rg i 

7 | | | 


8 Tov auc ynudres 


Juſtin. Martyr. boi AD. 140. 


T5. N Na. zr. ovy ns N r 
Tay en, TAR 
Fog: 0 Nl "kar eld Ir req bY gs 


E Euſebio circa An. 168. up. 


As: re, Tis ws exbyey 
Ecel. us "lid. $- 0. U 159. 


2 — — — —— . POT SOIT "I" "I 
Finn 7 
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« They are approved in the Synod that was holden in the In- 


« perial Palace after the fifth general Council, — in the follow- 


% ing Words, 
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liebes hoe oftenditar ex Apottlorum Byiftl, * 
neque Judzis, neque Græcis, ſed ip gui ex Gentibus in Chr 


Hun credebant, confirmantes fidem eorum, miſerunt. Sed 


cipiendum eis, uti abſtineant a vanitatibus Idolorum, & a forni- 
catione, & a fanguine, & quecunque nolunt ſibi roxy aliis ne 
f:ciant=— afterwards, the Efiftle is retited at ; only for 
a Faninatibes Lame, is 1 ods ab a Lib. 3: c. 12. 


Clemens Scene floruit A. D. 192. 


03 7 yen 4 rere 23 [00 p. 248. Edie. 
Col. And he * F u. ri after T6 Auar⸗ „ in the A- 
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cant bt gives us f of the Wards "of the Nuran Pad. lib. 


p. 172. 
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87. Clement herr thinks it ridiculous to imaging — that thoſe 
Words whatſoever are ſold, Ec. are 4 Lows of the 1 
Epiſtle, which he calls n. 


Terollizous, bow. AD. 106. 


Hate Regulam — Apoſtoli mittunt ad eos r jam ex Matis- 
nibus ole gqperan eperant — a Sacrificiis, & a fornicatione c San- 

ufficit & hic ſervatum eſſe macchiz & | 

honoris ſui inter Idololatriam & hamicidium ; inter- 

dictum enim ſanguinis mu/te magis humani intelligimus: — hac 
Ola proponunt utique non Remiſhbilia. — Nori Tf amenti 

famper indemutabilis ftatus 9 & utique recitatio we” . 


Gr ,t. 
Ga Alex Strom, Ts 4. P- $12. 


| = ($0: Þ 
ligmque illud cum ſeculb definet. — Hine eſt quod neque Idolo- 
{hung neque Sanguini My OO RG | De pudicitia, 


C. 12. 


| Non Sacrificamus, non parentamus, ſed neque de Satfificato | 
non poſſumus . edere & cc 


a Dates” Be 
nam Demoniorum. Spect. c. 13. 


Nam in primordio quidem herbidum ab &Arboreum. 


| homini pabulum addixerat : poſtea vero ad Noe enumerata — 
erznt, inquit, vobis in cam, velut olera foani dedi vobis univerſa, 
verum carnem in Sanguine animz ſuæ non edetis.; nam & hoc 
ipſo quod eam ſolam carnem eſui eximit, cujus anima non per 
Sanguinem effunditur — poſt Diluvium in reformatione generis 
humani * unam interim _ a FREE Abſtinendi. — 
De Jcjun. c. 4. 


.— Fe 10 in Chriſto omnia revocantur. ad mitium w_ & U 
bertas ciborum, & Sanguinis ſolius abſtinentia ; ficut ab initio 
fait. De Monogan. 


Frubeſcat Error * Chriſtianis, ** ne Animalium qui- 


dem Sanguinem in epulis eſculentis habemus; qui propterea 
quoque Suffocatis & ticait abſtinemus, ne 405 Brise 
contarinemur vel intra viſcera ſepulto. Denique inter tenta- 
menta Chriſtianorum, botulos etiam Cruore diſtentos admovetis; 
dertiſſimi, ſcilicet, illicitum eſſe Peties illos, per quod e xorbitare 
eos Vultis: porro quale eſt, ut quos —— pecoris horrere 
e humano inhiare credatis. Apol. p. 10. Edit. Parif. 


Upon which Words Pamel. has this Nite. 


| _ Porro ut adnotat Rhenanus (a) non ita diu eſt Led Chrt- 

Kiani veſcimur Suffocato & Morticina carne; nam Beda Presby- 
ter, & Rabanys in penitentiario, ſed & quotquot de hac re ſu- 
N 7 s 5 pra 
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600 This Rhenanus died in the Na- 1547, at dener fe 
that this Teftimony brings down the Obſervance of this Apoſtolical 
Precept to the —_ the Twelfth Century even in the Weſtern 
Church : the probably Rhenanus carried it down too low, becauſe 
Balſamon — the ſame tine condemns the Latin Church for the 
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pra CCC. Ann. ſcripſerunt ; certum Pœnitentiæ otempus pries 


ſeribunt, ſi quis lezem hang fuerit enn que in Act. 
extat. c. XV. 
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Nobis Hemicidium nec videre fas nec zodire tantumque ab 
- humano Sangulne Cavemus, ut net edullum pecorum in cibis 
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His. Abrenuntio eſui Sanguinis 


t 
Eftrem Ooh foruir | A. D. 370. | 


Gen. 05 If al 995! 24 7 
Abrenuntio Idolothyrs, Sulfocatis, & $angyini & Mortici- 
Jumentorum ac Pecorum occi- 
ſorum five in Tnteftina * — ee . 
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catione 3 — Sophiſtæ Græcorum non intelligentes 3 ſcientos 
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8 Hieronymus floruir A. D. 7 
tis, & ys eee. ki 
12 7 ve ut 


7 


"lads Nene farwi A. b. 376. 0 
decretum le un- 


Ee Jacoby cum emteris 


mant 1 in Ecclefia obſervandum, ut abſtineamus ab immol- | 


tis, à Fornicatione, & a Sanguine, id eſt a Suffocato. Pretex- 
miſerunt Homicidium, Adukerium, Veneſcia; quoniam nec No- 
minari ea in Eocleſtis oporteret, 'quw' Legibus Gentilium puni- 


rentur : protermiſerunt quoque illas minutias obſervationum 
: & ſola hec que prediximus, cuſtodienda ſanxerunt ; 


ne vel Sacrificatis Diabolo Cibis profanemur immundis, yel ne 


emortuo per Viſcera ſuffocatorum Animalium Sanguine pollus- 


mur, & ne .. "= 
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Auguſtinus floruit A. D. 306. 
| 0”: guſtin „ EUTYS Nen 
Et in Actibus Apoſtolorum hoc lege præceptum ab Apoſto- 
lis,' ut abſtinerent Gentes tantum -a Fornicatione, & ab immo- 
latis; & a Sanguine, id eſt nequaquam ederent Carnem cujus 


Sanguis non eſſet effuſus; quod alii non ſie intelligunt, 


ſed a Sanguine præceptum eſſe abſtinendum,, ne quld bo- 
micidio*ſe contaminet. Hoc nunc diſcutere longum eſt & non 


neceſſarium ; quia etſi hoc tum Apoſtoli præceperunt, ut ab 
animalium Sanguine abſtinerent Chriſtiani, ne-prefocatis Carni- 


bus veſcerentur, elegiſſe mihi videntur pro tempore rem facilem 
& nequaquam obſervantibus oneroſam, in qua cum Iſraelitis dtlam 
'Gentes, propter angularem illum lapidem, duos parietes inter 
fe Condentem, aliquid communiter obfervarent : ſimul & ad- 


monerent in ipſa Arca Noe, quando Deus hot. juſſit, Eocleſiam 
omnium Gentium eſſe præfiguratam: cujus facti prophetia 


jam gentiþus ad ſiqem accedentibus jncipigbat impleri. Tranſacto 
vero illo tempore, quo illi duo Parietes, uns ex circumciſione, 
alter ex preputio ,yeyientes ; quamyis in angulari lapide con- 
cordarent, tamen ſuis abode” roprietatibis diſtintins Emi- 
nebant: & ubi Eetl * Gere les cent eſt, ut in ea 
pullus Iſraelita Carnalis appareat; quis jam hoc Chriſtianus 
obſeryat, ut turdos vel miqutiqres aviculas non attingat, niſi 
quazruni Sanguis effuſus eſt; aut Læporem nom edat, ſi manu a 
cervice percuſſus, nullo cruento vulnere occiſus eſt? & qui 
forte pauei adhuc tangere iſta formidant, , a cteris ꝗrridentur. 
Ita ;oninium Animos in hac re tenuit illa Sententia Veritatis 
Nun quod intratuds, &. Matt. xv. nullam gibi naturam, quam 
Secietas admittie humana, ſed quæ Iniquitas committit, ,peccata 
-pangemnihs. Contr. Fnuſtum, lib, 33. c. 1% 
F PEIH SED BD a tutors ut. roi buds 
n Reſtat nt de illo Viatore Chriſtiano, quem commemo- 
-rafli- victum famiis neceſſitate ; ſi nihil uſpiam iuvenerit niſi ci- 
-buto in Idolio poſitum, fi nullus alius eſt Hominum, utrum ei 
I fam emori, quam illud in alimentum ſumere? in 905 n. 
ſtione, quoniam non eſt conſequens, ut cibus ille Idoſothytum 
fit (potuit enim vel ab iis qui ibi ab itinere divertentes corpus 
refecerant, ply iong,. ſey voluntate dimitti, vel illic ob aliam 
exuſam quam poni)* breviter reſpondeo. Aut certum eſt 
eſſe Idolothytum, aut certum non eſſe, aut Ignoratur. Si ergo 


dertüm eſt eſſe, melius Chriſtiana Virtute reſpuitur. Si au- 
tem vel non eſſe ſcitur; vel Ignoratur, fine ullo conſcientie 


Scrupulo in uſum neceſſitatis aſſumitur. Aug. Rp. ad Pub- 
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 Aurelianenſe Concilium 1. A D. 538, 


/Catholfei — qui elbis, Idolorum cultibus immotatis, guſtu 
illicitæ præſumptionis utuntur, ab Ecclefiz cœtibus arcean- 
tur. Similiter & & Hi, qui Beſtiarum morſibus extincto, vel 
Holde morbo, aut Caſũ ſuffocato veſcuntur. Can. 19, 20. 


Synodus VI in Trullo. 683. 
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Animal eee « Delile & b 
ducare ; ſi homo illad 


n fuerit prius, dejiciatur caro £jus. Can. 64. 


Animalia quz a Lapis ſeu a Canibus lacerantur non funt co- 


— ky porcis & Canibus ; ' nec Ceryus nec Capra, fi 
mortui invenjuntur. Porci autem qui hominis gu- 
ſtantes, tetigerunt, manducentur: ſed qui cadaver mortuum 
 lacerantes, manducaverint, carnes eorum manducare non licet 
dum macrentur poſt annum; piſces autem licet man- 


"Bueate, ia alterius "nature ſunt; aves vero & alia animalia 
A in xe N am ae, Can. 6 65. 
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Crab. Concil. Tom. 2, p. 739- 
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Przconibus Gratiz eſt conftitatum. Et 
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enather Opinion alſo, he adds, Quod ad — iſta — pro- 

= —.quod. poſht cealeſcere, 1 Gentil 8 Judæo- 
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it. Theſe M.. account and. if, at 
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Ls rang led, or of ſuch kind of unlawful Food, which they equally 
 abominate ; theſe ices ues 'r Ves obliged tt to con- 


Fase, and do penance for i for the Tnooluntar Tranſgreſſon. 


dan 7: 1rolofticnk cid 8 beup mL: 9 zi ro 
al 1ilarrgg2 bunt byt A Las vibe 112 
din eien. G de N un 3s + must 
r — 0 4 2 -: ot 1233 ac ten vi3igid | 
AWD eie .net amd { BIBEICICLL we mack 
bol aa im 2192-2720 20.88 CN TP. 
101 — 491 teln 15 16119 gil iq * Quibioiaion 10 
2 2 


POSTSCRIPT, 
CONTAINING SOME 


REMARKS 


UPON. 


The Enquiry about the Lonfulnſ / 
15 e Blood. | 


1 A 
Sv 


THIS Enquity came not irito _ Hands 
till Come time after I had finiſhed tho 
former Papers, and ordered them for the 
Den. - The Enquirer is fo ingenuous as 
ive up the two chief Points which the 
wee The Qyeftion Stated inſiſts on, viz. 
415 eee eating Fleſb; and the Con- 
fing the Apoſtolical Decree to the Gentile Pro- 


2 yea he a againſt, and confutes 


E The main of What he has candidly. Re- 
plied upon other Heads; may, I humbly chink, 
dene an Anſwer from what I have already 
del 9 offered 


26. 


— ——— — — 2 —— 
* a 
, - 
* 


at; $i 
offered to the Reader: I ſhall therefore only 


make a few References, and-a few Remarks 
of the chief A 


have not been at all, or at leaſt very lightly, 
touched on. 

In anſwer to tar” he ſays K the 
Meaning of, the Noaghigaf Præcept, that it 
is the Opinion of others (he does not fay 
of himſelf, nays he ſeems Plainly to be of 
a"contrary Opinion, p. 16.) that it is not 70 


be fo interpreted as to debar us from eating 


Bled, ſee p. 8. &c.'of the foregoing Diſſerta- 
tion. 

3 In anſwer to What! is again urged from the 
5 37 being permitted, che thing that died 
= I 14. oe p. 16, 17, &c. above. — The 


Nennen of the Aliens Eating that which 
died of it ſelf, that the Blood” could not be 
made uje & in Sacrifice, p. 19. had before 


been largely e MINS Cy fs 19, ; 


Opinion of thoſe wh 
chink chat Blvd is to be interpreted to ſig- 
nify Murder, ſee p. 42. and indeed here again 

this Author; tho he mentions- this Opinion, 
© ſeems plainly in the following pages, to give 


oh caſas 0. dh 


ie ups and not only to allow, but to contend, 


chat it ſignißes the Eating of Blood; becauſe 
ewe the n 9 of 


43 


which he. 
urges againſt the two Difſerrations, and which 


eaſon which the Author here gives for the 


OU 


. 51 
the Decree "relating to, Tons and Wut x | 
was only given ”y avoid feandalizing the 
eus. | 
7 In Anſwer to the Argument from the 
ſtimony of St. Auſtin, concerning "he Fra. 
Qice of the African Church, fee þ. 57. 38. and 
I perſuade my ſelf that even this Auchor, 
when he has peruſed, and conſidered, the 
| Teſtimonies in the Appendix, will no longer 
was it certain that the Airitan Church « id 
eat pure ſeparate Blood (which is the only 
thing ſorne think the Apoſte's Decree obliges 
to abſtain from) ot if ſhe did; that ſhe'is a 
lance not only to the Eafters but to the 
Weſtern Church ( ſo long after the time 
of St. Auſti fin) aig * it; but will 
own that the Church did ſtand up for 


what he calls Chriſtian Liberty; till about or + 


above a thouſand Years after the Apoſtles 
co Abſtinence from" Blood: or if 


the did much ſooner ; yet {till chat this is not ve 


a Balance to the univerſal Church in the 
former and purer Ages of it. 

In außer to what the Er virer 498 con- 
cerning Man's RAY 4 Right by Nature to 
eat FI, ſee þ ive me — 2 to obſerve 


ky 


further, Thad 10 Tovla not by Nature alone 


have known that the Fleſb of Animals, wou'd 
have been proper and wholſome Food for 
Man: — that all of em were not (as ſome 
of em̃ till are) Poiſon unto us. — And 

os tl ORs whereas 


| [68] 
whereas he urges Pr, 6, 30. Neceflity as a 
_ Reaſon for eating Fleſh: it is allow that 
Neceſſity has no Law: tho it is not to be ſup- 
ſed; but that, if God had not given 
lan after the Flood, a Right to Fleſh, the 
Earth . would have till” brought forth fo 
plentifully, and ſufficien tly for the & of 
it did before it. And as (it. ig . 4 
15 me Countries, where the Inhabitants eat no 
Fleſh, it does ſo ſtill. 
In "anſwer laſtly to what is ſaid concerning 
the Scruples about eating 259 . ſee. p. 46 
The Author of the ys, p. 16, 17, 
« That the cn * r Noth ſhou d 
* not be allow'd the Uſe of Blood for Food, 
10 5 expreſaly aſſigned; becauſe it is the Life 
} the Beaſt: and was ap ene as Proper 
, White for Sin. And upon what Ac- 
te count this was not inſiſted on 0 1 him the 
* Author of Revelation Examin di as a Reaſon, 
„ why we ſhould not make Uſe of Blood for 
_ & Food, ſeems to me to be pretty plain.” 


lo this Obſeryation cou'd be made by the 
-  Ipgenious Nr e cannot underſtand; when 
it is fo plain, that the Doctor largely inſiſts 


on this Reaſon; and is even ſet down in 
the Contents þ 11, 12, 13, 14. and again 

; 15. N 
f It is not pretended by the Author of Reve- 
lation Examin d, &c. Ther it is finful in itſelf 
fo eat Blood ; or any otherwiſe unlauſul than 
as 


«> a foo ws << co wn a+ a owe r Menno ed. a. 


B ae %\ mn. 


4 


| „„ 
as it is forbidden; why then is he argued againſt; 
p. LO if he did fo pretend?  _ 
The Argument from Blood's being forbidden 
under the Law; becauſe it was @ Type. of 
Cbriſts Blood: is here again urged ; without 
taking any notice of the Doctor's firſt (which 
is alone ſufficient) Anſwer to it, p. 37. that 
the Apoſtolical Decree againſt Blood, was 44 
mp 


many Years. after this Attonement was made. 


Ihe Apoſtles inſtead of repealing (as they 
ſhould according to this Opinion) confirmed 
the Prohibition of eating Blood, — And the 
univerſal Practice of the Church, is a plain 
Proof that ſhe did receive the Apoſtolical 
Decree, not as a Repeal, but as a Confirmation 
of it: And that (contrary to what this Author 
concludes, p. 20.) there was till Offence given 
by Eating of Blood; tho there is an entire End 
put to all Bloody Sacrifices whatſoever. — 
In anſwer to what is urged from Blood's 
being a Type of Chriſt's Blood, and therefore 
Ceſſante Ratione ceſſat Lex, p. 11. Let it be 
obſerved farther, That this does not appear to 
be the only Reaſon for its Prohibition: it 
is true indeed it is ſaid, Lev. 17-11. and I have 
given it you upon the altar to make it an atone- 

ment for your Souls. Which Reaſon for the 
Prohibition of Blood, the Learned * Mr. Shuck- 
ford thinks the ſame with that which was gi- 
ven to Noah, and Explanative of it. For the 
Lit of the Fleſh is the Blood, and I have, &c. 


bur 
vol. 1. p. 94. 


1 

but why muſt the word and here, leave its 
uſual Signification ; and inſtead of a Conjun- 
Five, become an Explicative. Is not here 
a. Second Reaſon given by Moſes againſt 
eating of Blood; rather than an Explication 


of the firſt given to Noah, which ſeems plan- 


ly to mean no more than a Recognition, 2b 
God was the Author and Giver of Life. _—— 
Yer 2ly, Let it be allow'd that even the Ori- 
: inal Reaſon given to Noab againſt Eating of 
had only a Reſpect to Sacrifices; yet 

will it not hence follow that the Precept con- 
cerning Blood is no longer obligatory, ſince 
Chriffs Blood was offered up: Becauſe after 
this Offering was made, the Apoſtles did de- 
clare abſolutely, that ic was ſtill a Neceſſary 
thing to abſtain from Blood: and accordingly 
the Holy Church throughout the World did, 
for many Ages, abſtain from it. Had this Apo- 
ſtolical Decree never paſſed, this arguing 
might have been allow'd to have ſome force, 
but none ſurely in direct Oppoſition to it. Ac- 
cording to it, the Apoſtles ſhould inſtead of De- 
- daring that it ſtill was, have declared that it 
was mt any longer neceſſary to abſtain, from 
Blood after Chriſt's Blood was offered up upon 
the Croſs, Sc. A e e FI 
Io prove that it was only © necefary that 
« "the Gentiles ſhould be reſtrained from theſe 
«- things, that no offence might be given to the 
Jews; it is argued, That they who came 


Over 


re. 2 ee . 


hep, ach Hy — pas 


a + 


7%] 

oyer to Chriſtianity: for a cookdenable. time | 
kept Holy, Saturday, to the Fewiſh, and. Sun- | 
day to the Chriſtian Relig ion. 5. K 

I anſwer 1. That back the Apoſtles in the 
ſame manner declared it to be amongſt the nec 
ſary things; that che Conyerts from amongſt, 
the Gentiles ſhould keep Holy the Fewn/b, Sal- 
bath, or Saturday; I do not ſee how we-cou'd 
have been excuſed in the Non-obſervance of it. 

And indeed, their not determining the Ob- 
ſervance of the Jewiſb e to — | 
ſary thing; is a ſtrong Ar dots with me, 
chat the Decree relating to Blood was not mereiy 
to avoid, Scandal: lince if this was the true 
Reaſon, p. 50. and Intent of the Apoſtles. in 
this part of their Decree, why ſhou'd they 
not re- As the new Converts from 
7 V. de Gentiles: to have kept the Yew- 
% Sabbath? 


this being a Precept, which chap 
laid as much Streſs upon, as any; and had 


ſo. much Reaſon to lay Streſs upan; it 
being one of the Ten; which are confeſ- 
ſedly of a Moral and Perpetual Obligation. 
It is certain, That the Primitive Chriſtians 
kept the Jewith Sabbath religiouſl 
by Day; ber aer dnn Bin of Rel. Pup: 
nay at the ſame time that they did the one, 


they. argded againſt" the” ocher, as. A, lain 
from the Teſtimonies underwritten, 4 The, 


| 4 Rey: ug ut quatenus circumciſionis e et t I 
| gis. Veteris Apoluip. expunta. fub 2 Greig 


[72] 


- The Authors here cited; teſtif to the Ob- 


ſervance of the Apoſtolical Decree ' concern- 

ing Blood; now had this Decree been made, 
and kept (as it is now pretended) in c- 
plaiſance to the Jews, and for fear of giving 
offence to them: wou'd they have — 
ced an Anal bema againſt thoſe who did Fudarze 
in the keeping of the Sabbath? Shou'd we 
not have been informed, that this was the 
true Ground and Reaſon, of the Chriſtians 
Obligation to abſtain from Blood: whereas they 
tell us no ſuch thing; the quite contrary, they 
ground the Abſtinence from it, upon the 


Command of God; and ſuppoſe this to beo of 


9 Obli | pe 


ita Sabbati e Ss. temporaria fuiſſe demonſtre- 
tur, unde manifeſtum eſt ad tempus, et præſentis cauſe ne- 
cellitatem, ejuſmodi præcepta valuiſſe; et non ad perpetui 
temporis . hujuſmodi legem eis Deum ante de · 
diſſe. Tert. adv. Jud. c. 4. 

17 at ius, acc ariN ousy. Juſt Dial. cum Tryp. Ed. Cot: 

4 Te} Mavoke oebCarious — IR vor Kare 
7dy ,— Ine xeurdy, dul ic Xxteia. p. 241, vid. 145. 

Sabbata autein perſeverantiam totius diei Deum deſer- 
vitionis edocebant. — ipſe Fr obſervatione Sabba- 
torum credidit Deo, &c. Iren. Lib. 4. 3 
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to, animam polluerent — id Chriſtus bie 3 bil j 
Chriſtus docet contra Legem ciborum diſcriminatricem : | 
enim tempus adyeicht.- matkriam Marum legum per ſa 
elle den — et quod, „ 
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virtue 


| 1761 0 
virtue of a Divine Law, forbidding the Eating 
of them, defile che Jew; why may not the 


Eating of © Blood, in” like (anner fill defile 
the C Min; wb. Sam ifs 


What weg e che due 11 Meaning of theſe 
"Nocking more, 


zeneral Wotds of 6y dor Savibü 
. thai that tone of fheſe thin which 
gy do in their own Nacbre deffle i "Mani: 
re is.no natural Pollution, ho moral Turpj- 
de in them. The Phariſees thought other 
; "this was their Hool ſÞneſs and errot; and this 
the Errot, Which our dar wür cor- 
in thoſe Words: nne ein ii £293 
if oo be Yep oy 220 e 1 
nat are they to the oH 
ot every he. of Wo, Ke that thi 
5 Dectee is ſtill in fore, Pr. D 
particular, ohn that the Elt he of of Blovd 'as 
uh, was eber imagoitd in 80 40 
5 it elf, 1 17 7 . Meat it ieß nüt 
its own. 4 a Man: but chat 
1 it gives, 18 us onfy grounded! upon 
a poſitive Command ?\ da aged 
What therefore is further ſaid upon this 
Head, might be paſſed by unobſerved.—— 


The Enquirer thinks this one ſhort Anſwer 


vill 6 4 ben Doctor's two Auen via. 
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However let thar which is moſt material be | 
conſidered. | 
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« this oftolical Decree, we take to he an 
2 8 


1 Exce 


to this General Gtant (of. our 


« Sarin s) occafion'd by that Offence, 'which 


« ſome 2 Brethren would take at. their 


Liberty; which Exceptio would” be be no 
* bref neceſſary, than whilſt. the; Offener 


« wobdldk be taken. The Grand; the only | 


« Anſwer is, that this Decree was only 
to avoid Offence— 1251 i US 1110. 
Again." St. Paul, though he was; ka 


* that All 7hings were pure, yet rather than 


« mae hit Brother to offend,” he Would eat nd 
% Meat whilſt the World ane * 
* Apoſtle might put this R 
40 Antioch e that they” - 55 Rat 
give Offence— and yet Lo The leaſt 
ce. wh Contain 0 their rd agd Ma- 
Thee is in reality ne Contratiaisl: but 
had our Bleſſed Savibur"®before' Determihed 
das this Author thinks) that the: Eating of 
Blood, was no longer unlawful; the” Apeſfles 
ſurely when they were to conſider how far 
the Lau of Mofes was 7. . mou 
have determined a 2B £4 contrary to 
our Sdviours : 0 If © thy bad 
not, becauſe of the . Occafithr, would 
chey not, ſhould they not, have declared open- 
ly; that their Determination was only rempo- 
raty, and to avoid giving Offence for '@ Sea/on 
St. Paul, as is here obſerved, plainly r 
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kr 
be aſked and ſurely od teſts befort 
them, or ſold_.in the. Shambles, there was no 
odcaſton of aſking "Queſtions, whether it 
was Blood or not. 4 
The ledrned Piibengary chen goes to other 
Texts, particularly Rom, xiv-14 — there is no- 
thing. alan of itſelf. And who ſays chat 
there is t not even they who ground the Un- 
lawfulneſs of eating Blood op, a Poſitive 
Command. 

But ſufficient Anfwet, 1 hope, „ has altea- 
dy deen g wen to chis and all 8 "other Texts 
in the Epiſtles to the Romans and Corinthians, 
and - conſequently to thoſe in che Fe to 
Wan and Titus, _ 

It is 1 6h. kom Tit. i. 75 Unto 
the Pure. all things are Pure? that chereforo 
ir is lawful for them to eat Blood. 

And may it not as well be argued from 
theſe Words, as the antient Simoniam and 
Palentinians held * (probably wreſting this 
and che like general Texts of Scr 755 
to the Support Uf their wicked Dock- 
tine} a, 4 ſome Modern Fange lex 


- 418 
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. Qhaproper: et nobis 2 . eff babes con- 
verfationem \reſpondent ; ter enim impoſſibile eſſe Salyari : 
bv rage autem, noa per operationem, ſed eo quod ſutit Na- 

iritnales, omnino Salvati 3 Tren * 18 


ran = (81 glatt | 
ipſius on th hamines, 
= — Opires, Joftas. 1 gra 1. e. cg KA 


held; 


[81] 
held; that to them and in them the. greateſt 
Acts of Impurity and Wickedneſs are no Sins: 
as that becauſe they declare the Diſtinction 
of Mears to be taken away amongſt Chriſti- 
ans; that therefore it is lawful for them 
to cat Blood, which is forbidden by the Ho- 
ly Ghoſt, many Years after this Diſtinction was 
taken away by St. Peter's Viſion from Hea- 
Ven. 

The laſt Text urged 1 Tim. iv. 4. is ſtill 
leſs to the purpoſe, for every Creature of God is 


Good; and nothing to be refu yea, . rita, no 
Creature to be refuſed. | 


Here, ſays the Author, is an Extent to all 
Creatures that are Good. Whereas here is 
rather an Aſſertion that all Creatures are Good; 
which yet muſt be taken with a due Limi- 


tation, all Creatures being not Good for Food: 


but ſuppoſing they were; does it there- 
fore follow, that becauſe. the Diſtinction of 
Creatures into Clean and Unclean is taken a- 
way; and it is now lawful to Eat all Crea- 
tures; that therefore it is lawful to eat the 
Blood, which is ſeparate from. them, alſo? 


Strange Concluſion this, which ſurely no Law 
of Reaſoning will ſupport. 


The Author of Revelation had in the laſt 
place faid — © that if it ſhould prove an Error, 


it is erring on the ſafer Side, to abel — One 


would think this would not admit of a Diſpute: 
in Caſes indeed where there is a Double Doubt; 


it 


Th 


it may be Difficult to detertnine which is the 


840 f Side: Perplexities, and Scruples may 
remain after the moſt mature Delibera- 
tion. 

But in a Caſe where there is only Doubt 
on one Side and none at all on the Other: 
it is plainly the Safeft, to chuſe that in which 
there is no Danger of Sinning, + 

But even here is replyed That che Abſti- 
« nent may have every Day Scruples thrown up- 
«= on the Table 2 the word Safer, ſhould 
« carty him into a Reſolution to cat no Fleſh 
« at all, 

© Did the Primitive Chriſtians, nay, did the 
Jews themſelyes ever draw this Concluſion ; 

or make ſuch Uſe of this Doctrine? All that 
is plainly forbidden, is that Blood which is 
2 rom the Creature, or deſignedly left 
in it. If we abſtain from this, we do all that 
is commanded : and may we not eaſily abſtain 
from this without running our ſelves into end- 
leſs Scruples, till at laſt we come to eat no 


Fleſh at all? — They who ſeriouſly conſider- 


what has already in the former Diſcourſe, 
been offered upon this Head; will be in no 
danger, I hope, of Running into them 
' To conclude: This Author himſelf fairly 
allows p. 71. that much may be, and is ſaid 
againf} this liberty, (of eating Blood.) Nothing 
Is, nothing can be ſaid, to prove it to be a 
Duty Zo eat it: and is not this then alone 
ſufficient 
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ſufficient to determine every Sober Enquiter 


inſt the Eating of it? The Apoſtle de- 
þ 5s that he who doubteth is damned ( condem- 
ned of himſelf) zf be eat: and who is there 


after an impartial Enquiry, and ſerious Con- 


ſideration of what is ſaid on both Sides, can 
do otherwiſe than at leaſt Doubt concerning 
this Matter ? : | 
If I have ſinned, ſhew it thou me. — that 
which I ſee not, teach thou me: if I have done 
iniquity, I will do no more. , 


ERRATA. 


AG. 5. 1. 28. after made dele the Interogat. p. 6.1.8. af. 

ter c. put the Letter of Reference, and omit it 1. 10. af- 
ter ſeveral. p. 14. l. 4. of the Latin Note, read auſcultare. p. 15. 
I. 9. for Truth r. Faith. p. 17 1. 26. for they r. bis. I. 27, 
for were r. was. I. 29. for their and themſelves r. his and him- 
ſelf. p. 18. 1. 6. of the Note r. 2 * K I. 9. after c. add 
Kirckeri Concord. p. 23. I. 28. del. That. p. 25.1. 8. J 


thint — to be commated. p. 32.1. 18. after Thyatira, add are. 
1. 25. r. Angels of Pergamos and Thyatira are. 1. 27. r. Pergamos 
and Thyatira were. p. 50. I. 4. dele preſent. I. 16. after Strang/ed 
add except they are cleanſed from their blood as much as may 
be. I. 19. dele Si. 1. 27 after Conc. Worm. add Tert. Ep. Syr. 


Aurel, Con, P- 53 I, 11. I. D P · $6.4 17. r. INavay 


